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CURRENT TOPICS. 


| _ Ann tHe -covrrsvat Lincoln’s-inn: will rise for the 
| ‘Long Vacation this day (Saturday). 





: Lorp Justice Lusx is making favourable progress 
_ “towards recovery, and/hopes;to. be:able to leave town’ in 
| the-course of a: week. 





_ . Due, vacation, Notioz,, which. we: publish elsewhere, 

 @ndiwhieb is; now,for the first, time promulgated, leaves 
Unnamed -the vacation: judges, for the reasons which we 
have previously stated. Ofcourse, unless and untilsome 

Change, is made in. the judges of; the High Court, Mr. 

_ Justice Cave and;Mr., Justice Kay will divide the:vaca- 
tion work betwean them. 





In suovip ne onszrvep that the:elause hitherto con- 
tained: in vacation: notices, enabling: the Chief ‘Clerks to 
leave toparties to give:short or other special notice 

~of motion, has. this year ‘been: omitted, in deference, we 
/Melieve, to the opinion of the Master of the Rolls, 





recently expressed, that’ no such’ general authority pan’ 
be delegated to the Chief Clerks. 





Much rconventence has been caused of late by the’ 
unpunctuality of certain judges of the Chancery 
Division in attending at chambers. When it is an- 
nounced that a learned judge will be at his chambers at 
three o'clock, it is not to the advantage of the prac- 
titioners who have summonses on the list that he should 
continue to sit in’ court until four o'clock.’ Counsel 
and solicitors’ are kept idle during the* hour or more of’ 
waiting, which of itself is a considerable grievance; 
but a still greater is the fact that the time for transac- 
tion of the chamber business is seriously curtailed: 





Tu ATTENTION of practitioners should’ be: directed »to 
the amending order, which we print elsewherey as to fees: 
and percentages-to be taken in the Supreme Court' by 
means of stamps. The principal feature of this ordew 
consists in a’ direction that certain: fees shall only ‘be: 
paid by means of impressed stamps, and notiby adhesive) 
stamps. The: documents which are required: to bei 
stamped: by: impressed stamps: are» (1). all: writs» of) 
summons for the commencement of: an aetion ; (2) the 
precipe' on sealing concurrent; renewed; or’ amended 
writs; (3) judgments: or decrees or decretal» orders, 
whether on the original hearing ofa cause: or on further 
consideration,. inclading causes commenced ‘by summons 
at chambers; and orders‘on the hearing of ‘a special. case 
or petition, and» orders’ by» the Appeal Court; (4) peti- 
tions; (5) petitions for orders of course; (6) orders of; 
course om petitions of right ; (7) orders: fora commission: 
on @ petition of right; (8)\ judges’ fiats;: (9) certificates 
on a reference to a master’; (10) recognizamces and bail 
pieees; (11) commitments; (12) applications to‘ produce: 
judges’ notes; and (13)>transcripts: of the: Chancery) 
Paymaster’s accounts. 





Ir apprars probable, from the Attorney-General’s 
statement in the House of Commons a few days ago, that 
the patronage clause of the Judieature Bill willbe with- 
drawn. The Lord’ Chancellor has. confessed ‘that the* 
matter’ has occasioned him great perplexity; and” it 
is to: be hoped that before another’ session a more! 
satisfactory: scheme may be devised for dealing with 
this important’ question. The long-delayed return; 
showing the amount of patronage now theoretically 
vested in the three common law chiefs’ has been issued) 
and it shows that the existing patronage’ relates’ to 
eighteen masterships, with ‘salaries varying from £2,000 
in the cases of the senior master: (who ‘is‘also Queen’ 8 
Remembrancer), ana the master who acts as registrar of 
judgments, down to £1,200. The patronage also at 
present includes 93:clerkships ‘in the Central Office— 
viz., 17 first-class: clerks, 42 second-class, clerks, and: 34 
third-class clerks, with salaries varying from £600 dows: ta) 
$100: Itis clear that this amount of patronage'is. nota! 
matter to. be dealt with hastily at the fagiendof a session. 
The efficiency of ‘the Central Office: is a mtatter of: vital 
concerm to the public, and this \is' in no small degree! 
dependent on the decision which may be arrived at asi to: 


the patronage. 





We onszrve that, in clause 14, the Judicature Bill: 
speaks of ‘‘the Act of the sixth and seventh years of 
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her Majesty, chapter eighteen.” In the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1867 (80 & 31 Vict. c. “102, s. 
34), we read of “‘ the Act of the sixth Victoria; chapter 
eighteen” ; but in the Parliamentary Electors -Registra- 
tion Act, 1368 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 58), the fulf. expression 
“ Act passed in the session of the sixth and seventh 
years of the reign of her present Majesty, chapter 
eighteen, intituled, ‘ An Act to, &c.,’” isused. The drafts- 
man of the Parliamentary and Municipal Registration 
Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 26), has directed that the 
Acts referred to in that Act by short titles, ‘‘may be 
cited for all purposes by those titles respectively,’ and 
also that the term ‘Parliamentary Registration Act, 
1843,”’ ‘* means the Act of the session of the sixth and 
seventh years of the reign of her present Majesty, 
chapter eighteen.” We may hope, therefore, that some 
friendly amending hand may read this very proper 
“short title” into the Judicature Bill. But in cases 
where there is no statutory short title, what is the proper 
yearly numeration of an Act of Parliament? We believe 
the rule to be this. If the Act passes before the anniver- 
sary of the accession of the Sovereign, it has a single 
number ; if after, it hasthe double number. The present 
Sovereign ascended the throne on the 20th of June. 
The Parliamentary Registration Act, 1843, receiving 
the Royal assent on the 31st of May, was rightly called, 
when first issued by the Queen’s printers, 6 Vict. c. 18, 
for it was not certain at that time that the 
session would extend beyond the 20th of June. 
When, however, the session has overlapped that day, 
how ought the Act which passed before it to be printed or 
described ? Here the practice is diversified. The statutes 
themselves, as we have seen, sometimes follow one mode 
of citation, sometimes another. The Statute Law Re- 
visers print the double year in the Chronological Table 
of the Statutes irrespective of the preeise date at which 
an Act was passed. The text-books and the Law Reports 
Digest appear usually to number each Act as numbered 
at first, singly or doubly as the case may be, and so does 
the Law Reports’ edition of the Statutes, but so do not 
the Queen's printers themselves (in the headings to each 
page) when they come to issue a whole volume of 
statutes. There is something to be said for each mode of 
numeration, If the single year is retained, we get a mode 
of fixing the date—i.e., we know that the Act was passed 
before the date of the accession of the Sovereign. 
On the other hand, the single employment of the 
two years (6 & 7) for both sets of statutes obviates 
the necessity for the double search in an index. Clearly 
the most convenient mode is to drop the “year of the 
Queen” altogether and to describe by the year of the 
calendar, as was recommended by the Select Committee 
on Acts of Parliament many years ago, giving every Act 
a statutory short title. We have got considerably beyond 
such descriptions as “thacte of Parliament or statute 
made in the fyve and twenty yere of the reigne of the 
most noble Kinge of famous memorye, King Edwarde 
Thirde” (1M. St. 1, c. 1, s. 2), or “the statute made in 
the Parliament begun and holden at Westminster the 
fourth daye of November in the thyrd yere of the raigne 
of our late Sovraigne lord, Kynge Edwarde the Sixt” (13 
Eliz. c. 6); but it is plain that our modern mode of de- 
scribing Acts of Parliament still leaves mach to be 
desired. 





Exctiusrve or the provisions relating to the Court of 
Appeal, the disposal of patronage, and the formal inter- 
lineations as to salaries and pensions, the Judicature Bill, as 
brought from the House of Lordson the 25th of last month, 
appears to contain five amendments. These may all be 
described as of a minor character, but it may be as well 
to note them in their first inception. The first amend- 
ment merely provides that the President of the Probate, 
&c., Division “ shall not be entitled to any precedence over 
any existing judge to which he would not have been 
entitled as a judge of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
if this Act had not passed.” If this clause, as amended, 








should lead to the day when this awkwardly 
styled division shall be ‘‘reduced,” so much the 
better. That itought to be merged in the Chancery 
Division without delay is abundantly clear. The next 
amendment is a new substantive clause. It provides 
that “in any case of urgency arising during the absence 
from illness or any other cause, any one judge of the 
High Court who may consent to do so may officiate for: 
any other in hearing any application for an injunction 
or other interlocutory order.” Upon this the only re- 
mark we have to make is, that itis so desirable a pro- 
vision that it may very well be extended, so as to allow 
the substituted judge to act for his brother to any 
extent, and in hearing any kind of application. It 
might be inconvenient that the interlocutory order 
should be made by the deputy, and the final hearing 
take place before the principal. The third amendment 
is obviously a desirable one. It provides (clause 13) 
that an election judge may continue the hearing of a. 
petition or other pending matter although his year of 
office may have run out. The amendment is, we believe, 
suggested by the curious facts of a Worcester election 
petition some fifteen months ago, in which the then Mr, 
Justice Lusx wassitting as election judge beyond his year, 
but it so happened that the awkward legal point as to- 
whether he had jurisdiction or not to give judg- 
ment, never came to be argued. This amendment sug- 
gests the question whether it would not be well to apply 
to all judges and all cases that provision of section 60 of 
15 & 16 Vict. c. 80, by which a retiring Lord Chaucellor 
is enabled to give judgment within six weeks after his 
retirement. The next amendment is a  well-meant: 
attempt to remedy the defect in the present constitution 
of the Court for Crown Cases Reserved, to which we 
recently drew attention in connection with this Bill, by 
reason of the requirement of section 47 of the Act of 
1873, that the Lord Chief Justice of England shall 
always be a member of that court. A new clause (16), 
now provides that the Lord Chief Justice shall always be 
one of the judges ‘‘ unless by writing under his hand, or 
by the certificate in writing of his medical attendant, it: 
shall appear that he is prevented by illness or otherwise 
from being present,” in which case “the presence of the- 
said Lord Chief Justice shall not be necessary.” That 
the Lord Chief Justice should be present if possible is in 
accordence with sound judicial traditions, He is the 
chief criminal judge of England, and his attendance is 
peculiarly desirable. But is it not a mistake to define 
so precisely the grounds on which he may be absent?’ 
As the clause now stands, a court constituted 
without him has no jurisdiction in law unless all its con-- 
ditions are satisfied. To leave it as it is might give rise- 
to “ error,” and we should think a directory clause, such 
as ‘* Itshall be the duty of the Lord Ohief Justice,” &.,. 
would satisfy the necessities of the case. Or perhaps it. 
might be enough simply to put the two senior puisnes of 
the Queen’s Bench Division in the place of the two- 
extinguished chiefs. 





ANOTHER AMENDMENT (clause 24), reciting that there: 
is no power to appoint as district registrars persone 
other than those designated by the existing Judi- 
cature Acts—that is (see section 60 of the Act of 
1873), registrars of county courts, or local courts, 
or prothonotaries ts that whenever “it shall 
appear to the Lord Chancellor, with the concurrence of 
the Treasury, that from the nature and amount of the 
business to be transacted it is expedient that the office 
should be conferred upon a person not so qualified as’ 
aforesaid, it shall be lawful for the Lord Chancellor,. 
with the concurrence of the Treasury, to appoint to such 
office any barrister-at-law of not less than five years’ 
standing, or any solicitor of the Supreme Court of not 
less than five years’ standing.” We note the absence of 
the ordinary requirement, that the barristers or solicitors 
in question should be “in actual practice,” but as it is- 
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very difficult to say what that requirement means, we 
we do not see why it should be insisted on. The amend- 
ment is probably made in anticipation of an extension of 
the jurisdiction, and increase of business, of district regis- 
tries. The proposal that barristers shall be eligible for 
the post has excited strong opposition on the part of the 
law societies, and we certainly think it is unjust that 
local solicitors should be deprived of the kind of pre- 
sumptive claim which was given to them by the Judica- 
ture Act, 1873. 





Ir HAS BEEN suGcEsTED that litigation promoted by 
such bodies as the Church Association, is within the 
Statutes of Maintenance. If this be the law, those who 
advance money for the conduct of the defences of im- 
pugned clergymen would be equally liable to punishment. 
But we do not think that the lawisas has been sug- 
gested. It was decided in Tisdale v. Bedington (Cro. 
Eliz. 594) that an action does not lie for maintenance in 
the spiritual court. The report, which is very short, is 
in these words: ‘‘ Action upon the Statute of Mainten- 
ance, for maintaining a suit in the spiritual court. War- 
BURTON moved that this action lay not, for the statute of 
1 Ric. 2, c. 4, whereupon this action is founded, is to be 
intended only of maintaining suits inthe courts of common 
law ; and upon this view of the statute the whole court 
was of that opinion, and willed him to demur.” And it 


is added that “ Drew remembered a case in the court, in 
Easter Term, 37 Eliz., Constantine v. Barns, whereupon 
it was ruled that no action lay for maintaining a suit in 
the spiritual court.” 





On Monday last, in the House of Commons, Sir R. Cross 
suggested that the Supreme Court of Judicature Bill !should 
be divided into two parts, one having reference to the re- 
constitution of the court consequent on the removal of the 
Mester of the Rolls to the Court of. Appeal, and the other 
dealing with the question of legal patronage, which last, he 
thought, might be postponed for the present session, The 
Attorney-General said that it was regarded as essentially 
necessary to provide for the strengthening of the Court of 
Appeal. The question of patronage, though not so pressing, 
was one of great importance, but it would not be unduly put 
forward for discussion if some interim arrangement could be 
made for dealing with it. 

On the 28th inst., in the House of Commons, Mr. Stanley 
Leighton called attention to the want of information with 
reference to the “ Suitors’ Funds” in chancery, and moved 
that the future lists of unclaimed money be issued with cross 
references triennially, stating the amount of fund in court, 
with the names and last-known addresses of persons supposed 
to be entitled ; together with the date of the last decree. He 
said there was a large amount of money belonging to many 
persons who did not claim it, because there was no sufficient 
publication of list of names of those entitled, who were there- 
fore kept in ignorance of their rights. In this way the 
spirit of the Act of Parliament on the subject was violated, 
and so much secrecy was maintained that persons were not 
able to claim the money that was due to them. Lists ought 
to be published ev: ree years. They were due in 1873, 
1876, and 1879, and the fourth was due in 1882. But onl 
two lists had been published, and it had required muc 
Pressure to obtain these. It was said to be the fault of 
the Financial Secretary of the Treasury, who would not 
provide the Chancery Paymaster with the staff that was re- 
quired to get out the lists. Those that had been published 
Were not as useful as they might be, for, although they pro- 
fessed to be alpbabetical, names were not to be found under 
their initial letters. He concluded by moving the reolution. 
Lord F. Cavendish was understood to say that arrangements 
had been made by which delay in the publication of future 
lists would be avoided. The form in which the lists were 
published was settled by Lord Cranworth, when Lord Chan- 

, and the matter was in the hands of the Lord Chan- 
cellor for the time being. Those who were responsible for 
looking after these fands, in the ixterest of suitors and of the 
ee of opinion wolly oo net desirable to make 

I ¢ changes suggested, and for these reasons it was 

his duty to resist the motion. The motion was negatived. 





SECOND MORTGAGES . BY 
CLIENTS TO SOLICITORS. 


Mr. Justice’ Fry's startling decision in Cockburn v. 
Edwards (ante, p. 117, L. R. 16 Ch. D. 393) came before 
the Court of Appeal on Tuesday, and a note of the result 
will be found elsewhere. It will be remembered thas 
the facts of the case were that a solicitor who had nege~ 
tiated for a client a first mortgage to a third person ior 
£450, took a second mortgage‘of the property to himself 
to secure £50, the balance of the sum required by the 
client. The second mortgage, which was prepared by 
the solicitor mortgagee, contained a power of sale 
without any limitation on its exercise ; and the second 
mortgagee, without notice to the mortgagor, and 
without any interest being in arrear, sold the property 
under this power for £630. It was alleged by the 
plaintiff that the sale was at an undervalue, but Mr. 
Justice Fry thought that the price was not inadequate. 
He held, however, that the defendant ought not to have 
allowed the plaintiff to execute the mortgage “in such 
an unusual form” without fully explaining the effect of 
it to him, and that the onus was on the defendant to 
show that he had given that full explanation. Upon 
the evidence he thought that the defendant had 
not discharged this onus, and he had failed to 
prove that he had given notice to the plaintiff of 
his intention to sell the property. Consequently, 
the plaintiff was entitled to judgment for damages, 
together with the costs of the action as between party 
and party; and the damages must include the following 
heads—(1) the costs of the sale of the property; (2) the 
costs of re-investing the £630 in the purchase of a similar 
property; (3) the increased value of the property (there 
being some evidence that the property in the neighbour. 
hood had considerably improved in value) ; (4) the extra 
costs of the action beyond the party and party costs. The. 
Court of Appeal have affirmed the decision as regards. 
the liability of the defendant, but have differed from it. 
as regards the measure of damages laid down by Mr, 
Justice Fry. We are not concerned to discuss the latter 
point further than to express our surprise that the 
learned judge could have fallen into the errors corrected 
by the Court of Appeal. But as to the general question. 
of the liability of the defendant in the recent case, it 
seems to us that there is a great deal to be said against. 
the view adopted by the Court of Appeal. 

The question of the defendant's liability obviously de- 
pended on whether it is or is not usual for second mort- 
gages to contain an unrestricted power of sale. If it is. 
usual, then the solicitor was not wrong in inserting such 
@ power in his mortgage. Now, if this question is to be 
settled by the practice of conveyancers in drawing first 
mortgages, the answer would be plain. Except in cases 
where the security is very insufficient, or sometimes in 
mortgages to secure current accounts at bankers, we: 
should say that mortgages drawn in conveyancers’ 
chambers always contain the restrictive proviso. But, as 
a matter of fact, by far the greater number of mort- 
gages, and especially of second mortgages, are drawn by 
solicitors; hence it is the practice of solicitors which 
must settle the question. We are satisfied, from facts. 
within our own knowledge, and from inquiries 
which we have made, that in a very large number of eases- 
the restrictive proviso is omitted, even in first mortgages.. 
We have no doubt that most of our readers are acquainted 
with lithographed forms of mortgage, in constant use in 
large offices in various parts of the country, which do not. 
contain the proviso. It is to be observed, also, that in: 
Mr. Davidson’s Concise Precedents—a work which is, 
deservedly, held in high esteem in solicitors’ offices—a 
note is appended to the proviso (10th ed., p. 149) point- 
ing out that “this proviso is, in most cases, of little prac- 
tical value, and may be omitted ; for a mortgagee is not 
disposed to sell the property if he can get his money by 
demanding it.” In second mo we are con- 
fident that-the omission of the proviso is usual, at all 
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events in many parts of the country. If it is not usual 
everywhere, it ought to:be: Tiereare dangers in dealing 
with anmequity of redemption, with which every:lawyer is 
acquainted, and which fully justify arming a second mort- 


gagee with more summary powers'than are onbetttagess || 


first mortgagee. The second mortgagee, moreover; has, 


comparatively rarely a clearly sufficient security for 


his money: In the recent’case, the Master of the»Rolls 
admitted’ that ‘‘he was: not’ prepared to say that the 
right’ to exercise the power of sale in a second 
mortgage ought necessarily to be limited: in the same 
way as’ was usual in a first mortgage”’ ; but’as no evid- 
ence had been adduced as to the practice, he: could not 
hold that ‘it'was the usual practice to omit the proviso. 
It is greatly to be regretted thatthe Council of the In- 
corporated‘Law* Socie:y were not applied to before the 
hearing*of the appeal to collect’ evidence: on a point 
of'so much importance to the profession. 

The results-of the decision may be very serious. It 
is* possible that it may put: a stop to the’ advance of 
money by solicitors to clientson second mortgages of the 
client's’ property: No prudent: solicitor will accept a 
second “mortgage with’ the restrictive clause, and: if he: 
follows the course suggested in the recent case and omits 
the clause; informing his client of the consequences of: 
the omission; how is he to ensure that, years afterwards,. 
he’will be: prepared with evidence that he has completely: 
explaimed’the consequences of the omission to his client? 


According to the recent’ case the onus of proving that: 


the-explanation was given is: thrown on the solicitor. 
Would Mr. Justice Fry accept as sufficient evidence an 
entry im the-solicitor's diary ? We trow not; and if so, 
how is the solicitor to ensure the preservation of ovidenms 
that the explanation was given ? 

Bat Lord Justice Brett'seems to think that it would 
be desirable’ to check the practice of solicitors lending 
money to clients.on second mortgages’ in order to make 
up the sum required. The practice, he is reported: to 
havesaid, “ gave the selicitor’very great power. . . . It 
would be much better for a solicitor not to lend money to. 
his‘own clients at all.” This is aspecimewof the style of 
observation and opinion of which we have sometimes to 
complain in the otherwise’ admirable: decisions of the 
Courtef Appeal. Some of the learned judges who sit: 
im that court seem to think that everything can be 
settled upow abstract considerations, without regard to 
the wants: and* convenience: of the community. Does: 
Lord Justice Brett know anything of the practice of 
builders in and near large towns? If’ not, let him: ask 
the first builder he meets whether the invariable practice 
is not for the builder to buy land, erect: houses on it, and 
then apply to his solicitor to obtain a mortgage for him, in 
order to enable him to repeat'the operation. The solicitor 
cannet: always, or perbape often, obtain a sufficient 
atrence on 2 first mortgage, nor can he get anyone to 
taltc 4 vend forthe balance. He has, there- 
lore, to «ivance ithimself. He gets five per cent. interest, 
for witcty be rune all the risks: of a: second mortgagee. 
The result of * checkimg” this practice will be extremely 
serious to builders, and it is. very much to be that 
the Court of Appeal will take an early ty of 
availing iteeit of the loophole which the Master of the 
Bolle, with his invariable sagacity, haw left open, in case 
it cam be shown that tue: omission of the restrictive 
proviso is ueual in the case of second mortgages: 








The London sittings,» ys the Times reporter, have consist d 
Aonly frve working days, and only fous special jury: and 
shout twice tyat number of common jury cases have been 
diapers of, 

A Government Vil new been printed which proposes ty 
suspen tor 2 limited time, “ with « view to the tuture con- 
thhertons A the cos by Varliament,” the elections of 
members for tue Wol.owing cities and boroughs +—Boston, 
re oe Charters, Gloucerter, Macclesfield, Oxford, ond 











TRADING BY AN EXECUTOR: 
I... 


Ws last week considered some recent cases illustrative of 
the law affecting the rights:of creditors, as well against 
the executor continuing his testator's business as against 
the assets of the business forthe time being, irrespective 
of any question of partnership. The executor’s personal 
liability where the testator’s business was a partnership 
concern depends upon the question whether the business 
done: since the testator’s decease is: to be: considered in 
law as: having been done by the executor jointly with 
the surviving partners, or: as having: been’ done*by: the 
latter’ alone. The principles:upon which the courts:act:: 
in deciding whether or not one person is to be treated: as 
a quast~ with others, so:as to:-render him liable to 
the creditors:of the firm for its debts'(independently ofiany 
question as to their rights as partners inter se), have been 
gradually growing in clearness since Cow v. Hickman (8 
H. L. C. 268), until, instead. of the old rule that sharing 
in: profits:is the test. of such: liability, we have another 
and:totally distinct rule—namely, that the point:is:to: be 
settled: with reference to the question whether.” the 
person to be made liable is in. the relation of principal 
to the person carrying on the business; and: that:what- 
ever negatives the fact of agency is evidence which may 
rebut:the presumption which would otherwise arise from 
participation in:profits: Whether the sharing:in profits 
is:a:sharing by a person in his:own right or in a-repre- 
sentative capacity was, under the old rule, considered ‘to 
be immaterial ; and it is immaterial still, except in so far 
as the executor’s title to profits may be a title abso- 
lutely precluding the possibility of the relation of prin- 
cipal’ and agent between the parties. Consequently, 
where the executor’s right’ to profits depended upon a 
deed of partnership which provided that, on the death 
of a partner during the partnership term, the busiuess 
should be.continued by the survivors, and that they should 
pay, the deceased partner's. representatives his.share of 
the. profits, the executors. were: held not,tv be liable on a 
contract: made by the survivors. Lord Justice (then Mr. 
Baron) Bramwell adopted the ‘prineiple'stated in Shaw v. 
Galt (16. Ir. C..L. Rep: 357), which has so’ frequently 
been quoted with approval, that'‘‘ a partnership, even as 
to third parties, is not constituted’ by the mere fact of 
two or more persons participating in the net profits of a 
business‘; but the existence’ of such a partnership 
implies aleo the existence of such a relation between 
those persons ‘as that-each of them isa principal and each 
an agent for the others” ; and he rested his judgment 
upon the ground that the oxecutors had no, right of 
interference or control ; that they could neither make 
contracts on behalf of the firm, nor prevent it from 
entering into what business: engagements it. pleased 
(Holme ¥. Hammond, 20 W. R. 747, L. R. 7 Ex. 218), 
In that case there was no capital in the firm belong- 
ing to the testator; but his lordship expressly stated 
that the existence of such capital, and the right of’ the 
executors either to withdraw it or not, were immaterial to 
the decision. The judgments of the other members of 
the court are not so clear upon this latter point, and the 
liability of executors continuing their tesatator’s capital 
in @ firm, and receiving profits out of the business, has 
not been fully discussed since the decision of the House 
of Lords in Cow v. Hickman pettled the law upon the 
principle above referred to. Bat having regard to the 
way in which that principle has. beon applied in subse- 
quent cases, there can be no doubt thatan exeoutor acting: 
in aewordance with the provisions of partnership articles, 
whiel. provide for the retention of The testator’s capital 
in the business, and the ment of profits to his 
exeoutor; upon ternm which leave him no discretion, 
could never be made personally liable for the acts of the 
firm 5 and this notwithstanding the law laid down in 
Labouchere v, Tupper (6 W. Wt, 798, 11 Moo, P, O. 198), 
which must be considered as applicable only to & onae 
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executor being personally a: partner in 

where; under the articles;\the:executor-is not: bound, pers 
has the sual right: of executors to:.windvup: the business,. 
it cannot at:present be considered) isafeifor him to rely: 

upon thejudgment of: Lord Justice Bramwell, above re-- 
ferred tu,.to: the extent of ithatche will not: be: 
liable:to:the: creditors: of» the: firm: if he:.simply: leaves: 
matters:tn) statu;quo.. If-he on his: own account: enters 
into:an express agreement with the firm that: the’ capital: 
shall: be continued as. a. loam: to: the. firaw: upon: certain 
terms, and:a portion of the profits:be paid in: respect of 
it; it could, having: regard to recent authorities, scarcely 
be argued: that:there was any'such:relation: between him 
and the surviving partnersas that: they were: to be re- 
garded: as:his agents for carrying:on the business. But 
when he retains.a continuing control over the capital, and 
receives the profits: earned) by: it, he might: perhaps: be 
considered:as allowing: and adopting those acts and con- 
tracts of the firm: by means of which the capital is ap- 
plied in«this: way or that; and: the profits are earned, and 
so asishaving» constituted the. relation of: principal and 
agent:-between himself and the other. parties; and until 
the law is further elucidated executors will only be safe 
if they act upon the.supposition. that.such a course of 
conduct will render them liable. 

It will be observed that-we: have; referred to the 
position of executors under articles of partnership only ; 
their position under the will of their testator is not 
material to the question of’ their personal. liability, but, 
on the principles which we discussed in’ the former 
article, is a. matter important—firstly, to themselves, 
because upon it depends their right to indemnify them- 
selves for this liability out of the assets of their testator ; 
and, secondly, to their creditors, because in the event 
ofthe executor's inability to meet his engagements, the 
creditors may be able themecives to obtain satisfaction 
out of the assets. 

The position of the executors of'a deceased partner 
under his will, however; may; it appears; also be con- 
sidered'in another aspect, or was so considered in a 
recent case, which is not to be understood without 
bearing: clearly in mind the rules which govern the ad- 
ninistration of partnership property: To begin with, 
although the joint creditors of persons trading in partner- 
ship are entitled to have the joint property of the 
partnership applied in liquidation of. their demands, 
before any part of it can,be, made available for the 
Separate.creditors, yet. the joint creditors can scarcely 
be said,to have a specific right against it. any more than 
the general creditors of a testator have a specific right 
against his. assets. They can require such an applica- 
tion of it as above indicated whilst it continues to be joint 
property, but they cannot prevent auy disposition of it 
by, the partners by virtue of which it will cease to he the 
joint. property of the original firm, and become the separate 
property of one of the partuers or the joint property. of 
some other. firm, and such a disposition will preclude any 
cldim by, them to, have it. appropriated for their own 
benefit, and. will, of course, baer the ordinary, right of 
the partner making it to rid himself of the liability 
which he is under in respect of the debts incurred whilst 
he was a member of: the firm, by having the joint assets 
applied in liquidating them, If the: partnership. deed 
provides, in effect, that the whole interest in the assets 
shall, pass to surviving.or continuing: partners, the power 
thus conferred upon the latter entitles them to employ 
them as they please, free trom the obligation of satiaty. 
ing’the creditors to:whom the deceased, or out-going, 
partner, is liable (Re Simpson, 22 W. R. 697, L RL D 
Oh. 572); Bat; inasmuch as.on the detormination. of 
® partnership the ordinary. xight of each, partneria, to 
have.tho assets applied.in payment of, the. paxtyership 
debts, a provision in a partnership’ deed, .whoveby, - 
Aaseta are vested) in, surviving orycontinaing, pardae 
‘will gonerally be taken to mean that mek are: ta py in 
‘vested after the debts have been satisfied thereout, for 





neither:the creditors of the firm, on theone handy nor the’ 
outgoing-or deceased: partner on the other, are to be de-. 
prived: by: implication: of their right:to: have the prop- 
erty of the firm in the ordinary» manner: (Ha: 
» Morley, 21 W. BR. 942, L. Re 8:Chy 1026 3; Ha partex 
Deary, 24 Wi BR. 5257 Li. Rw Ly Ob; Do 514). Daw absolute - 
transfer-of assets free: from-any obligation:as to:the ap- 
plication.of them is, however; common: enough, not only 
in such a case as Re Simpson, where;it-was» provided for 
by the articles of partnership, bnt in ordinary case of 
dissolution ag to one of, several partners, who assigns all 
his interest in the assets.to his co- in considera- 
tion of a covenant of indemnity against the debts,of the 
firm. And it seems (see the observations of Lord Justice 
Mellish in Ex parte Dear) that not. only a partner. him- 
self, but his executors, have the power by sueh. an absolute 
transfer to continuing partners to put anend to tue,joint 
estate with its consequent primary liability to joint debts, 
or, in.other words, to withdraw it from the preferential 
claims of one set of persons—the creditors. of the old 
business—and to subject it to similar. claima by- 
another set of persons—namely, the creditors of the 
new, business. Hx parte, Butcher, In. re Mellor 
(28 W. R.. 484, L.. R. 12. Ch. D. 917, 13 Ca. D. 
465), is adecision to the effect that they cannot make 
such a transfer unless the will authorizes.it. In 
that, case three executors were empowered ta con- 
tinue the business, and it was held that.two of 
them could not be considered, by merely carrying 
on the business themselves, to have made a transfer 
to themselves so as to convert the assets of the 
old: business: inte- assets: of the new, and’ thus~ defeat 
the rights ofthe creditors of the former. The jadgment 
is undoubtedly right, but the reasoning of Bacon, C_J., 
who referred to the impossibility of exeeutors defeating 
the claims of ‘the joint creditors by merely carrying-on the 
business themselves, is perhaps simpler than the reasons 
stated’ in the Court of Appeal, where the case was 
decided with reference te the terms of the wilk The 
terms of the willmay be material in certain events, as 
we showed last week; but they are material as affecting 
the power of executors to subject the testator’s property 
to a fresh set of business creditors, and not as conferring 
on them a power to withdraw it from the primary claims 
of the testator’s' own creditors. And if; as against 
creditors, the executor has, in the particular’ case of 
partnership, such a right to.dispase, virfute officii, of the 
testator’s interest in the assets of the firm.as was refered 
to by Mellish, L.J., in Hu, parée Dear, it is not necessary 
for them to rely on.any express.authority ia, the will so 
to deal with them. Consequently, the case; of Bz. parte 
Butcher cannot be, considered as avery satisfactory cans 
tribution to the law upon. this subject. 
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RECENT DECISIONS. 


WINDING UP OF UNR REGISTERED COMPANY. 


(Rudow vy, Great Britain Mutual Life Assurance 
Company, CAs 29 W. R. 385.) 


Section 204 of the Companies Ack, 1562, expressly 
provides that “‘ the provisions made.by this, pars of the 
Act with respect to unregistered companies shall be 
deemed to bo made in additionte, and not in restriction 
of, any provisions hereinbefore contained: with respect to 
winding up companies by the courk"* This part of the 
seotion clearly applies to the winding up of 
companies. the proviaion of seotion $5 of the Act with 
reference to the power of the court te grantaa jajuac- 
tiom to restrain further proceedings in any action, suit, 
of proceeding against the company. Bat section 204 
proeeeds to say that “an unregistered company — 
not, ewoeps te the event of ite parent 
deemed) to be a oo wader thie: Act aad pr ta 
ouly te the extent provided by this pare of ‘this Act.” 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL.” 


Aug. 6, 1881. 








Vice-Chancellor Bacon seems to have read this clause as 
meaning that the provisions as to winding up companies 
by the court, including section 85, only ‘applied to 
unregistered companies as to which an order for 
winding up had been actually made, and he refused to 
apply section 85 to a company as to which a winding-up 
petition had been ordered to stand over. The Court of 
Appeal held that section 85 applies equally to registered 
and unregistered companies. 


ATTESTATION OF BILL OF SALE. 
(Seal v. Claridge, C.A., 29 W. R. 598.) 

In this case a bill of sale was attested by a solicitor, 
who was the grantee. The court held that the attesta- 
tion required by the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, is that of an 
independent solicitor. As we remarked some time ago, 
when dealing with the question of whether the solicitor 
of the grantee could be the attesting solicitor, there is 
no authority directly in point, and the decision of the 
Court of Appeal rests on general considerations. The 
Lord Chancelior said it was “‘ inconsistent with the prin- 
ciple and object of attestation that a party should attest 
an instrument for his own benefit. A real attestation 
was emphatically intended and required by the Legis- 
lature.” This, we think, must clearly be so. There is 
understood to be some judicial opinion in favour of the 
proposition that the attesting solicitor must not be the 
solicitor of the grantee, but we are not aware of any 
reported decision to that effect. 


AMENDING BILL OF COSTS AFTER DELIVERY. 
(In re Holroyde, M.R., 29 W. RB. 599.) 

In re Heather, Son, & Gill (18 W. B. 1079, 34. Beav. 
177), it was decided by the Court of Appeal in Chancery 
that after a solicitor has delivered his bill of costs, and 
it has been objected to, and certain items have been 
specified as overcharges, the solicitor has no right to re- 
form his bill, and the client has a right to have the 
original bill taxed. The present case was exactly on all 
fours with the previous decision, and only deserves notice 
for the observation of the Master of the Rolls that, “If 
the solicitor had informed his client, at the same time as 
he sent the bill, that there were charges in it unwarrapt- 
able in law, and payable or not entirely at his client's 
option, the case might have been different.” 


NOTICE OF INTENDED EXERCISE OF POWER 
OF SALE. 
(Hoole v. Smith, Fry, J., 29 W. RB. 601). 

We should have t it too clear for argument, 
that under the ordinary clause following the power of 
eale in 2 mortgage, which provides that notice to pay off 
shall be given to the mortgagor, “ his executors, adminis- 
trators, or assigns,” notice must be given by the mort- 
gegee before he exercises his power to all subsequent 
mortgagees, they being clearly “‘ assigns” of the mort- 
gegor. In this case, however, it was contended that 
“ assigns” applies to a case where the mortgagor's prop- 
erty bas been sub-divided, not where the mortgagor 
remains owner of the whole, and that notice to the 
mortgagor alone was sufficient. Mr. Justice Fry held 
that there must either be notice to the mortgagor and 
bis assigns, or st least notice to the assigns. 

S mmensaeeainal 
STAMP ON DEBENTURE FRAMED AS A PRO- 
(British Indla Bleam Navigation 0 

avigation Company +. Com- 

mhscioners of Inland Revenue, Q.B.D,, 29 W. B. 610.) 

iseued debentures, 


of 
cont, annum on the 
«0i, womn of £100, by equal balt-yearly peyments in each 





year, upon presentation and delivery of coupons,” 
which were attached to the instrument, and each of 
which on its face was called a debenture, was numbered, 
and stated the amount.of interest and place at which it 
was to be paid. The question was whether this instru- 
ment was to be stamped as a promissory note or as a de- 
benture. The court held that it must be stamped as a: 
debenture. It is curious that there is no definition of a 
“ debenture,” and the court did not attempt to construct. 
one, but Grove, J., said that the “real distinction between: 
the instrument in question and a promissory note arises. 
from the special mode in which the interest is payable 
and the mode in which a limitation is placed on its pay- 
ment. Interest is to be paid only to the holder of the 
debenture—that is, to the holder of the debenture or to 
anyone who is a bond fide holder of the document— 
and it is to be paid, not merely when it becomes due, 
but as specially stated in the document, on ‘the presen— 
tation and delivery of the coupons hereto annexed.’ 
There is nothing of that kind in a promissory note.” It: 
is to be observed that Mr. Palmer, in his useful book on 
Company Precedents, at p. 252 (2nd ed.), suggests that- 
such a debenture “should be stamped as a promissory 
note.” 





REVIEWS. 


CHANCERY ACTIONS. 

A Coycise Treatise ON THE PracTick AND PROCEDURE: 
tn Cuancery Actions, By Sxypney Pzew, Barrister. 
at-Law. Sxzconp Epirton. Stevens & Sons. 

Mr. Peel has removed a defect we pointed out in the 
first edition of his work, by adding chapters on Appli- 
cations in Chambers, Proceedings in Chambers under 
Judgment, and Further Consideration. No doubt this is 
to some extent a departure from his plan, which is to- 
give only the Judicature Rules relating tochancery actions, 
with a summary of the cases decided upon them ; but 
we think the addition adds considerably to the value of 
the book. The cases decided since the last edition have 
been added, and their effect is very concisely stated. 
The book will give to the student a good general view of 
the effect on chancery practice of the Judicature Acts- 
and Orders, 


COMPANIES. 
A Summary or THe Law or Companigs. 

Surry, Barrister-at-Law. 

& Haynes. 

As a summary of the law (which is all it professes to 
be) this little book may be useful to the student, but it 
would be more useful if it contained more detail, and 
especially more practical information as to the formation 
of a company, and as to the memorandum and articles. 
Table A ought to be printed in full, and all the ordinary 
additional or substituted clauses in articles might easily 
be given in italics or smaller type. Some such outline of 
the general provisions of articles is much needed. 


By T. Evsracs: 
Szconp Eprrion. Stevens 


ARTISTIC COPYRIGHT, 
Tux Law oy Anrtistic Coryuionut. By Manrin Rovrn, 
Barrister-at-Law, Remington & Co, 

This is a novelty in legal literature. A considerable . 
ot the book is couched in the form of dialogue. us, 
on the subject of copyright in photographs—as to which 
our readers may remember we had a lively controversy 
some time ago with the present Mr. Justice: Watkin 
Williams—we have « dialogue commencing thus :— 

Scunn,— Photographic Studio, Inter « gentleman (M.). 

M, + I see that have my portralt in your ¢ ‘ 
labelled ** P 


+ pg pom pal May I ask your name? 


Mu. $ ‘aunereed) 
P, ; Certainly, | beve your portralt exhibited for sale both 
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singly, and in a group combined with the portraits of your 
fake Cabinet Ministers. Have you any eppetinn ? 

M. : I wish, rather, to ascertain whether I have any right 
ener Suhes is the law in relation to photographic 
copyrigh 

.? The law places photographs on a par with paintings 
-and drawings ; but curious difficulties arise in interpreting 
and applying the law, owing to the inherent difference which 
exists between thetwo. . . . 

M.: I understand, then, that whenever paintings and draw- 
‘ings are mentioned in the previous dialogues the conversa- 
tion would equally apply to photographs ? 

P. : That isso. But you must regard the negative of 
the photograph, and not the photograph itself, as that 
which corresponds to the painting. Look, if you please, 
to this copy of the first. section of the Fine Arts Act, 1862. 
“+The author of every original photograph shall have the 
sole and exclusive right of copying, engraving, reproducing, 
and multiplying such photograph, and the negative 
thereof, by any means and of any size, for the term of the 
— lite of such author, and seven years after his 

ea a 

M. : Then the copyright to start with is in the photo- 
grtapher— 

P.: Yes; but the effect of the rest of the section which 
follows is, that, upon the first sale of the negative, the copy- 
right must be preserved by an agreement in writing, signed 
either by the vendor or purchaser of the negative, giving the 
copyright to the other party, otherwise it is irredeemably 
lost; except in cases where the negative is made on behalf of 
any other person for a good or valuable consideration, in 
which case the copyright, if no agreement is made, vests in 
the sitter or commissioner. 

This is the view which our learned correspondent 
‘impugned, contending that the copyright in photo- 
graphic portraits does not, in any case, belong to the 
sitter unless the sitter expressly stipulates for the pur- 
chase of the negative. We think, however, that the 
arguments the other way are conclusive. The statements 
of law in the book appear to be accurate, and they are 
couched in untechnical language, so as to meet the re- 
quirements of the artists, publishers, and photographers 
for whose use it appears to be mainly intended. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


** LONDON CASES AT COUNTRY ASSIZES.,” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—I havo read the report of Lord Justice Bramwell’s 
observations in your paper of the 23rd _ult., under this 
-heading, and think it high time that some notice should 
‘be taken of such uncalled-for remarks, Like many 
rothers of his brethren on the bench, the learned Lord 
-Justice is very fond of attacking the members of the 
“lower branch of the profession.” I wish to ask, through 
‘the medium of your journal, whether the charges this 
earned judge so often indulges in, at the expense of 
those who.are really in a manner, defenceless, can be 
considered manly or dignified, even assuming the slight- 
‘eat ground to exist for the “soft impeachment”? What 
the “certain smart Jawyer" was guilty of to bring 
‘down upon his unfortunate head such a rebuke from the 
‘bench, without the privilege of a reply, I am at a loss to 
understand. As an old practitioner, well versed in the 
trial of causes in London and at the assizes, it appears 
to mo that the plaintiff's solicitor in the action in 
question very properly advised his client to have his 
cause disposed of as expeditiously as possible, and the 
learned Lord Justice ought to know that, although the 
solicitor might ‘' get his harveat quicker,” it would not 
be so rich as it would have been if delayed, even should 
the apprehension be realized that the parties might be 
““‘ailly enough to come to an amicable ent," 

If, these attacks, which oan do no good, 
‘but are caloulated to onuse much mischief, by bring- 
ing into odium the profession of which the Lord 








Justice is himself so worthy and high an ornament, his 
lordship would take the trouble to inquire of, say, the 
merest tyro at common law, used to the taxation of our 
costs, he would be told that, in these days of railway 
communication, a cause is tried at much less expense at 
the assizes, a few miles from town, than in London 
itself; and that the ‘‘enormously” increased expense 
his lordship speaks of is only the creation of a fertile 
imagination. I have always understood that the, ten- 
dency of legislation, from the time of Lord Brougham 
downwards, has been to make the administration of justice 
cheap, speedy, sure, and “above all things cheap,” as 
the present Lord Chief Justice not long ago took occasion 
publicly to promise it would be. Ican imagine what 
Lord Justice Bramwell would say to a solicitor charged 
with negligence in not trying his clients’ cause as 
speedily as possible, and thereby causing the “enor- 
mously” increased expense of the often-repeated item 
in the bill of costs, “‘ attending court all day, cause in 
paper, but not reached,” in addition to the risk of 
losing the fruits of the verdict, which too frequently 
occurs by delay. 

In conclusion, I would merely express my wish that 
some more able pen than mine had drawn attention to 
this subject, which certainly requires ventilation; and, 
with the greatest submission to the learned Lord Justice, 
I would ask whether he considers it consistent with his 
well-known love of fair play to so unwarrantably 
encourage the idea the majority of the lay public hold, 
that all lawyers, whether barristers or solicitors, are 
“ concerned ” only for the quick and rich harvest ? 

A Svusscrrser To your JouRNaL FROM 
Its CoMMENCEMENT. 
Bedford-row, August 3. 





DORMANT FUNDS IN CHANCERY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—On the 2nd inst. you drew attention to the crude 
form in which the list of dormant funds was issued, and 
Mr. Stanley Leighton has since then drawn attention to 
the matter in the House of Commons, but has failed to 
extract a promise that any improvement shall be made 
in future lists. 

It is difficult for the outside public te understand why 
information spontaneously afforded by one department 
of the State should be refused by another. For instance, 
a notice concerning unclaimed funds in the hands of 
the Administrators-Genera), issued by order of the 
Secretary of State for India, shows (1) date of remit- 
tance; (2) name of presidency ; (3) name of estate ; (4) to 
whom payable; and (5) amount. A notice of this sort 
commends itself to business men, and one would sup- 
pose that the chancery officials would, for their own 
comfort, voluntarily issue the lists of dormant funds in 
such a form that persons supposing themselves to be 
interested might see at a glance if they were so inter- 
ested, and to what extent. If this were done, the 
officials would not be pestered with inquiries from 
fanciful claimants. 

Of the great value of publicity in such matters I 
could cite many precedents; but the case of the Thames 
Tunnel Company may suffice, In the course of the 
winding up of that company, a large sum in the shape 
of surplus assets awaited distribution. Accordingly, 
advertisoments were inserted in the leading newspapers 
thus :— 








’ ' F TOPOTOR ot ¥ 
oe i — SS i plus Moneys = 
Pattulo, William, Sun Court, Cornhill, BO Ws. BI, 
The result was highly satisfactory : every sare 
two, made his or her claim. Bowarp “s 
1, Great College-atreet, Westminster, 
July 30, 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Soxicrror—Breacu or Dury—Morteaee. FROM.OLIENT— 
Unusvat,Ciavse—Omission to LimiT Richy To EXERCISE 
Power oF Sate—Measvre. or DamaGes—DeEPAULT IN 
Payment oF Inrerest—ReEnTs RECEIVED BY -MorTGAGEE 
my Possmssion—SratoTe oF Limirations—3.& 4’ WILL, 
4, c. 27, 8. 40.—In a case ‘of Cockburn v. Edwards, before 
the Court of Appeal onthe 2nd inst., a question arose as to 
the duty ofa ¥olicitor, who takes a second mortgage from 
“his client ‘to’ himself, ‘to limit’ the right to exércise ' the 
‘power of rale 6f the-mortgaged property, by provitling, as'is 
‘usual inthe: case of first mortgages, that it shallonly be 
exercised: ‘alter six ‘months’ notice to pay off the principal, 
vor invcuse ithe interest shall -be im varrear for +more than 
three «months ; and ‘there .was a further question as to 
the messure of the -solicitor’s liability in damages for his 
omission -to insert such a limitation. The question also 
ineider tally arose whether the receipt of the rents of mortgaged 
property by a mortgagee in possession amounts to a pay- 
ment of interest on the mortgage debt. The plaintiff had 
employed the defendant, who was his solicitor, to procure him 
an advance of money on the security of property of which he 
was seistd in fee. Thedefendant accordingly negotiated a first 
mor'gege‘of the property for £450 toa third person, and 
took a second mortgage to himself for £50. The defendant 
himsclf‘prepared the second mortgage, which contained a 
power «fsale without any limitation on the mortgagee’s 
right: toexercise it, and the defendant, without any notice 
to the | laintiff, sold the property for £630. The plaintiff 
alleged that the sale.was at an undervalue, but on the esid- 
ence, Fry, J., held that the:price was not an inadequate one. 
He ke'd, however (L. R. 16 Ch.D. 393, ante, p. 117), that 
the defendant had scted improperly, in not fully explain- 
ing the effect «f the deed to the plaintiff, and that, con- 
sequert'y, the defendant was lidble in damages. Avd his 
lordship gave damages {inter alia) under the following 
head-:—(1), The.costs which the plaintiff would be put to in 
Te-inv+iting the £630'in property of a similar nature ; (2) 
the p:.hable prospective increase in the value of the property 
sold (there being some evidence that property in the 
neighbourhood bad considerably increased in value) ; and 
(3) tLe extra costs of the action, above the party and party 
costs, which were given to the 5a? in the ordinary ‘way. 
The Conrt of Appeal (Jzsser, M.R., and Bretr and Oorron, 
L.JJ.)’affirmed the decision as to the liability of the defend- 
ant, though they differed from it as to. the measure of 

. JSesss., M.R., said ‘that a solicitorought to be 
doub’v careful:when he was acting in a double eapacity in 
his ow. intercst,and asthe adviser of his client, and the 
obligstion was on him to show that he bad fully informed 
his cliext ‘ol the nature of the deed. In.such a. case, a 
solicitor would act wisely in insisting on che intervention of 
another selicitor on behalf of the client, The defendant, 
therefore, did wrong in inserting such a power of 
sale, if it wes unusual, On this point his lordship 
had some doubt. He was ‘not De caer to say 
that the’ right to exercise the power of sale in a second or 
subsequent ‘mortgage ought necessarily to be limited in the 
same way a6 was usual ine first mortgage. Noeviderce had 
been edduced as to the practice, and his lordship bad not 
sufficivnt judicial or professional knowledge to enable him 
to sxy what it was. In several cases which bad come be- 
fore Lim judicially more stringent provisions had ‘been in- 
sested in ages than are usual in first mo 8. 
Bat te cowld not say that there was any such established 
practice of conveyancers, and he could not hold that the 
power in the present case wasa usual clause. If, there- 
fore, no notice of the sale’ was given to the plaintiff, and the 
interest was not in arrear, the sale was wrongful, and the 
éelendant was liable for some damages, Morcover, it ‘was 
said on bebalf of the plaintiff that the defendant had not in- 
formes him that his estate was liable to be sold if the interest 
was in arvear, and that the plaintiff had a rightto know this 
wo that he “might pay ‘the interest in time. ‘His lordship 
could not see any-anewer to this crgument. Therefore, 
ag «fy the interest was not imerrear, the defendant 
was liable in oe. What then were the damages? 

As to the first bead, the plaintiff would never have had 

anything like £620 to reAnvest; forthe amount due on the 

mort mst be'deducted from that eam. On the second 
heed, the evidence of inerease in-valuc of Ahe property was 





too vague, but still his lordship could not differ from the 
judge of first instance. The third head ‘was ‘the most!im- 
portant, and in his lordship’s* opinion this‘was not allowable 
“at all. All'that thelaw gave'to a successful “litigant: waa. 


could not in the same action be said to bave sustainediany 
damage in this respect, for hiseosts were paid»when. they 
‘were paid as between party and ‘party. Brerr, ‘Ld.,'said: 
that whenever the court-ecould see that ‘a -partioular’ prac- 
tice in business was likely to lead to voppression or ‘fraud, it 
ought to’endeavour to check it .as\much as- possible, A. 
practice seemed to have grown ‘up where a‘solicitor-had 
some clients who ‘had’ money and other éliente--who“had 
none, and -wanted to ‘obtain advances of money, 
for ‘the ‘solicitor to advise the former --class~ of 
clients ‘to lend money to ‘the latter on ‘mort- 
gage, but only to advise them to lend “part 
of the money which was wanted, the solicitor ‘lending 
the rest himself on the second mortgage. ‘This ‘gave the 
solicitor very great power, for he really became ‘the »mortga-- 
gee himself, and he obtained the benefit of the costs of pre- 
paring two mortgage deeds. It would be much better for‘a 
solicitor not to lend money tohis own clients at all. But,/ifhe 
did so, he ought not to conduct the conveyancing in his‘own 
office; he ought to hand it over to some other solicitor. 
Still, if he did conduct it himself, andeould show thattheclient 
had bad the same advantage as he would have had: from: an 
independent solicitor, the law could not touch the trans- 
action, however much it'was'to be regretted. Butithe onus 
was'on the solicitor to show this. i 
Upon the appeal it was argued ‘that, when the ' property. 
was sold, the interest had in fact been io arrear for more than 
three months, and therefore that no injury had been done'to 
the plaintiff by the omission to qualify the power of sale. 
The defendant had. been in receipt of the rents of the :prop- 
erty a8 mo: in ion, and in some of the accounts 
which he had rendered to the plaintiff he had treated® the 
rents which he‘had received as appropriated to the payment 
of interest, but this appropriation had not been made in the 
last account rendered‘ before the sale. It was, however, con- 
tended on behalf of the plaintiff that, whether an appropria- 
tion of the rents’‘to the payment of interest’ was or was not 
made, it could not be said that the interest was in -arrear“if 
the rents received by the mortgagee had in fact covered ‘the 
interest. Reliance was placed on the dictwm of Vice-Chan- 
cellor Shadwell in Brockichurst v. Jessop (7 Sim. 438), that 
the receipt of rent by a mortgagee in possession would 
operate as a payment on behalf of the mortgagee to prevent 
the Statute of Limitations from running as against the 
mortgagee. JESSEL, M.R., said that the receipt of rents by 
@ mortgagee in possession was not a payment by contract of 
either the priocipal or the interest of the mortgage debt. 
When the account cante'to ‘be taken between‘the ‘mortgagor 
and the mortgagee, the mortgagee must of course account 
for what.he kad received in that way, but till the 
account was taken there was no set-off or appropria- 
tion of the rents against principal or interest. His 
lordship ‘thought that the dictum in  Brochle- 
hurst v. Jessop was’ wrong, ‘and it was inconsistent 
with the principle of the decision of the House of Lords’in 
Chinnery v. Evans (11H. L. C.115). ‘The receipt of rents 
by a mortgagee in possession was not ‘® payment which 
conld prevent the Scatute of Limitations from running, for 
it was:not a payment’ by the mortgagor or by an. egent 
on his behalf. The rente were the .mortgagee’s .own 
property, he bad a complete ownership of them, subject 
to the mortgagee’s right of redemption. . He received the 
rents as the legal proprietor ofthem. Of course, by agree- 
ment between the mortgagor and the mortgagee, the rexts 
received by the latter could be appropriated to the: payment 
of interest. In the present case his lordship was of opinion 
that the earlier accounts which had been rendered by ‘the 
defendant were evidence of such an agreement, and he'was 
of opinion that # solicitor‘who had for some ‘time gone'on 
‘wetting off the rents which he reveived: as ‘mortgages in 
possession against the interest due on the mort ‘oould 
not, without ‘notice to‘ bis client, pat an end to ‘the 
‘arrangement. client was entitled to consider that! this 
still continue to be made,.and «con- 
sequently it could not in the present case be said that the 
interest was in arrear ot the time when the sale:was 
made, Tuntt, L.J., wes of opinion that the accounts 





tendered by.the defendant amounted to an admission, by 





his costs of the avtion’as between party and ‘party,end ‘he: 
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him that he had appropriated the rents to the payment of 
interest, and therefore it was unnecessary to decide whether, 
in the absence of any such appropriation, it could be said 
that interest was not in arrear ‘because ‘the renta which 
had been received equalled or exceeded \the.amonnt. of the 
interest for thesame period. _Corron, L.J., agreed with 
what the Master of the Rolls had said as ‘to Brocklehurst v. 
Jessop. ‘The receipt of rents:by a mortgagee in possession 
would not » ent othe Statute :of ‘Limitations »from 
ruoning. ;.was'nob® payment by the mortgagor or his 
agent, it was staking of the rents by the mortgagee 
in the most forcible way under his own legal title. 

[It should be-noted that these observations of Jesse), M.R., 
and Cotton, L.J., appear to-be entirely inconsistent with 
the recent#ecision’ of Fry, J., in the-case of Harlock v. 
Ashbury (ante, p. 640), ‘that-a receipt of rent by a mort- 
gagee ia:possession will keep alive his right to foreclose 
the -mertgagor.]—Sonicrrors, Van Sandau & Cumming ; 
F. Venn & Son, 





Company — WINDING UP — JURISDICTION — STANNARIES 
Court—Companigs Act, 1862, 8. 81.—In.a ease of In:re 
The Silver Kalley Mining Company, before the Court of 
Appeal on the 2nd.inst.,.a question arose upon the con- 
struction of section 81 of the ‘Companies. Act,.1862, which 
provides that, ‘*The ion ‘the court’ . . . shall 
mean the following authorities (that is to say) :—Inthe ease 
of a company engaged in working any mine within and sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the Stannaries, the court of the 
Vice-Warden of. the :Stannaries,. unless ,the. Vice-Warden 
certifies ‘that, ‘in his opinion, the company would .be 
more advantageously wound.ap in the High Court of Chan- 
cery, in- which: case ‘\the.conrt ’;shall mean the High Court 
of Chancery.” .An-order forthe appointment of a provisional 
liquidator of the company had been made by Bacon, .V.C., 
on.a windiog-up; petition:presented to the. High Court, and it 
was objected that under section 81 the jurisdiction ‘was in 
the Stannaries Court. The company was formed to work 
mines (generally) sin-Connwall or ,elaewhere, and .the.appel- 
lants had not.shown that it +hadiin fact worked any mine. in 
Cornwell. ‘The.conrt (Jzsszt, M.R.,and Barr and Corton, 
L.JJ,) held: that: it; was..necessary to show that the company 
was, at the; time when/the petition was presented, or; had 
previously been,-engaged in working a;mine within the juris- 
diction of the Stanneries Gourt, and their Jordships- expressed 
their disapproval: of the. decision of Lord Romilly, M.R., 
in Jn.ve,.The East Botatlack Mining Company (34 Beav. 82), 
the effect of. which was that a: company which had been 
formed. for the purpose of working a mine within. therStan- 
naries jurisdiction, but. had never worked any mine, ‘was, 
witbin.the meaning of section 81, a company “engaged in 
working ’’ a :mine within, the jurisdiction. — SoLicrrors, 
FE, W. Snell § Greenip; Beale$ Co. ; James, Davis. 





NewspaPer — Name — Prracy — TNsunerion.—On: ‘the 
29th ult. the Court of Appeal (Lord Srnporns, C.,-and 
Bretrand'Oorron, L.JJ.) affirméd’ in ‘sabstance the deci- 
sion of Jessel, M.R., ‘inthe case’ of Walter v. Head (ante, 
p. 742), “The vaciion ‘was’bropght ‘by the’ proprietors of 
the Zimes newspaper to restrain the defendant from selling 
‘any newspaper under the nawe or'title‘of the Times. ‘The 
@efendant had’ been ‘issning: reprints of ‘old copies of the 
Times, which were ‘exact “facsimiles ofthe original issues, 
except the last sheets, upon which ‘the @efendant had 
inserted advertisements ‘for his own profit. He had also 
issued ‘some, so-called *‘.akits,” which were supposed to be 
copies of nambers of the Zimes, published in the yeare 
1962 and 1980, but containing actual advertisements 
of the.presert. year. The prices of the defendant’s issues | 
‘and of those of the plaintiffs were dissimilar, but the name | 
and the device and, aris at the commencement were the 
ame ag those of the plaintiffe.. Jossel, M.R,, granted an 
injunotion, on. the ground that the plaintiffe had a right 
of property.in their name and heading which the defend- 





avthad infringed,.and that. he had attempted to appro. 
priate the,p ffs’ .adventisemente, which, was one of the 
most, profitable, branches of their business. ‘The Courr of 


Avrrat: varied; the order ,of the Master,df the Rolls by 
omi some words which they thonght would have, the 
effeot the defendant from publishing a volame | 


of reprints of old:copies of the Zimesmud other newspapers, 








and which the plaintiffs did net seek to interfere witb, but 
they ordered the defendant to pay the costs of the appeal 
The order as varied restrained, the defendant from print- 
ing or publishing.any newspaper or other publication im 
the form of a newspaper with<or under the. name or title 
of the Times, and from ‘doing any other act or invasion or 
infringement of the plaintiffs’ right or interest in the name 
or title of :the Times,—Sonsortors, 4. .W. .Hodghinsen ; 
Soames. 


PracTicE— APPLICATION’ To. CHANGE ConDucT oF AcrioN® 
—Pezrsons To Be SERVED—OrpD, 58, x. 3.—In a case'of 
Sephton-v. Quillian, befere’ the Gourt of Appeal ‘on the'2ud 
inst., ‘an appeal was brought from the refasal of Hall, "ViC., 
to take away the-conduct of the: action from the plaintiff,en’the 
ground that he had improperly snapped a ‘judgment. ‘On 
the opening of the ap it'was objected by the respondent’s 
counsel that notice ofthe appeal-ought to. have been serve 
on the other parties to the-action, as*wéll as dn the: plain- 
tiff. ‘Fhe court (Jessen, M:R., and Brerr and Corrow, 
L,JJ.) allowed the objection, saying that all the parties'to 
the action had an-interest in the question who-was te’ have 
the conduct of the proceedings. And the heating of the 
appeal was ordered to stand over,:with ‘iberty to serve ‘the 
other parties to the action.—Soniciroas, Skarpe, Parkers ,'¢ 
Co. ; Hargreaves. 





APPOINTMENT. oF RecEIveR—MorreaceD Property -IN 
Occupation OF Mortaacor—Form or Orper.—-In.a case 
of Hawkes v. Holland, before the Court of Appeal on the 
3rd inst.,.a question arose as to. the proper form.of.an osder 
appointing.a receiver of mortgaged , property when the prop- 
erty is in the occupation of the m gor. The court 
(Jessen, -M.R., and Brett and Corton, L.JJ,) held thatthe 
order ought to direct that possession of the. property be.given 
tothe receiver. .Hall, V.C.,:had refused to insert sueh.a 
direction. Jussuu..M.R., said that, without such a direction, 
the appointment of a receiver would be useless when. the 
mortgagor was in the occupation of the property, unless the 
order, as. was sometimes done, fixed an oceupation;rent to be 
paid by the mor .—SoLiciters, Wright, Bonner, & 
Wright ; Gregory, Roweliffes, d& Co. 





AcTion—Dent—Srarure oF Luwrratrons.—In »e: \ease 
of Re Greaves, -deceased; Bray vy. Tofield, :before .the 
Master of; theoRolls .on the 28th alt., a question arose on 
@ summons to vary the chief clerk’s certificate, «whether 
the claim of. certain creditors .against the :testater,,on 
apromissory:note dated the 11th of Novemiber, '1873,-was 
barred:by the Statute of Limitations. The writ was iissuet 
for administration of the testator's estateon the 30th of Deeem- 
ber,. 1878, and a decree for administration. was made.en the 
8th of December, 1879, and the point apgned waswhether the 
pendency of the.action before the decree thestatate 

running. Jesser, M.R., was of opinion :that .the 
grounds ofthe deeision in sSterndele v. Hankinsom (1oSim. 
393),no lenger applied, andthat the debt-was barved,—<Sent- 
cirors, Ridsdale $ Co. ;. Pilgrim Philips; Ashurst,MMorvis, 
Ovisp,:§ Co. 





Comrany—ALLoTMENT OF SHARES—MISREPRESENTATION 
in Prosepsctus—Removat FRoM Reewsrsr.—In a case of 
Re Great W heal Polgooth Company (Limited), betere the Master 
of the Rolls on the 29th ult., a motion was made by an allottes 
of shares.in the company for the removal of his name from 
the register of shareholders, on the ground that he had “been 
induced to.apply for the shares on. the faith of antrae and 
anisleading statements in the prospectus, aad for the return. 
of the.moneys paid on application and, alletment. The ap- 
plicant:received the prospectus by pcst, and applied forthe 
shares on the faith. of the statements therein contained, 
mhioh were, among others, that the mine purchased by the 
company had already returned, it was estimated, over 
$200,000 in profits, while the £5 shares had risen to S195 
each, and shis too with the disadvantage of inferior machi- 
nery, and, further, that the reports showed there was 
£2,000,000 worth of ore in the mine, “The applicant bad 
given the company notice to produce the “reports” ia 
question, but they would not do so, There was no proof as 
to the trath of the other statements. Jesset, M.R., was of 
opinion that the above statements were absolutely without 
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foundation in fact, and he ordered the applicant’s name to be 
removed from the list of epeearagane | and en a as com- 
to repay the sums paid by the applicant, wit per cent. 
arn from the time of payment, and ‘the costs of the 
motion.—Soricrrors, Snell & Greenip ; G. Turner. 





Compantgs Acts, 1862—1880—GENERAL OnvERs, NovEM- 
BER, 1862— WinpiInc-uP PgrtTiTION — ADVERTISEMENT — 
**Szven CLear Days "—NEWSPAPER—FRENCH BusINESs. — 
A petition of In re The Anglo-French Union Bank 
(Limited) was mentioned to Hall, V.C., on the 29th ult., 
with respect to two technical objections advanced by the 
registrar on proceeding to draw up the order which his 
lordship had made upon the petition on the 22nd ult., 
whereby the voluntary liquidation of the company was 
directed to be continued under the supervision of the court. 
The registrar objected that the petitioner could not obtain 
his order, inasmuch as (1) the petition was presented on 
July 15, and heard on July 22, and could not therefore 
have been advertised ‘seven clear days” before the hear- 
ing, as prescribed by the General Orders, November, 1862, 
rule 2; (2) that the advertisement of the petition in the 
Daily News as a‘ London daily morning newspaper” was 
insufficient, inasmuch as the business of the company was 
carried on in Paris, and the 7imes was, as the learned regis- 
trar considered, the only London paper having any exten- 
sive circulation there. His lordship, however, dispensed 
with advertisement for any further time, and overruled the 
second objection.—Soxicirors, Paddison, Son, § Co. 





Practice — TrustzreE Act, 1850—New TrusTEE — 
Huspanp OF CEsTUI Que TRUsT.—In a petition of Jn re 
Parrott’s Trusts, before Hall, V.C., on the 29th ult., 
being an application under the Trustee Act, 1850, for 
the appointment of a new trustee of a will, to act jointly 
with a surviving trustee, his lordship was asked to appoint 
the husband of one of the cestuis que trust under the will, 
who was entitled to the interest for her separate use. The 
existing trustee consented to the application, but his lord- 
ship, in the exercise of his discretion, refused to accede to it. 
caahitinons, Walters, Deverell, & Walters. 

Serrtep Estates Act, 1877, ss. 20, 21—JunrispICTION 
—DrainacE ScuzemE—8 & 9 Vict. co. 56.—In a case of 
Dickson-Poynder v. Cook, before Fry, J.. on the 29th 
ult., a petition was presented under the Settled Estates Act 
of 1877, asking the sanction of the court to a scheme for 
the drainage in the ordinary way of some agricultural land 
forming part of a settled estate. Section 20 of the Act 
provides that “it shall be lawful for the court, if it shall 
deem it proper and consistent with a dueregard forthe interests 
of all parties entitled under the settlement, and subject to 
the provisions and restrictions in this Act contained, from 
time to time to direct that any part of any settled estates 
be Jaid out for streets, roads, paths, squares, gardens, or 
other open spaces, sewers, drains, or water-courses, either 
to be dedicated to the public or not; and the court may 
direct that the parts so laid out shall remain vested in the 
trustees of the settlement, or be conveyed to or vested in 
any other trustees upon such trusts for securing the con- 
tinved appropriation thereof to the persons aforesaid, in 
all respects, and with such provisions for the appoint- 
ment of new trustees when required, as by the 
eourt shall be deemed advisable.” And section 21 
empowers the court to direct that the works authorized 
under section 20, and other works incidental thereto, be 
made and executed, and to order the cost thereof to be 
raised and paid by means of a sale or mortgage of a oe 
upon all or any part of the settled estates. Fry, J., held 
that he had no jorisdiction under these sections to do what 
qwasg asked. Under the scheme proposed there should be no 
dedication of any part of the land to drains: the land 
would remain in the occupation of the tenants just as it did 
before. It would be no more dedicated to drains than lend 
under which there was a mine was dedicated to the mine. But 
his lordship held that there was jorisdiction to sanction the 
scheme under the Act 8 & 9 Vict. co. 56,—Soxicrrons, 
Burne, Hunt, § Burne. 











SOLICITORS’ CASES. 
QuzEn’s Bencu Division, * 
(Sitting in Banc before Grove and Linney, JJ.) 
Aug. 1.—Re H. E. Fildes, a Solicitor, 

This was a rule calling upon the solicitor to answer the 
matters contained in certain affidavits, or, in default, to show 
cause why he should not be struck off the rolls. 

The case having been referred to a master, henow read his 
report, from which it appeared that— 

(1) Henry Edward Fildes did fraudulently attempt to 
obtain the sum of £1 3s. 6d. as a fee paid to counsel for 
settling a statement of claim in the case of Allen v. Lucas, 
knowing at the time of the taxation of the custs of the suit 
before the taxing officer of the Court of Passage at Liverpool 
that the statement of claim had not been settled by counsel. 

(2) Henry Edward Fildes attempted to make use of a copy 
of a supposed affidavit of increase, purporting to be made by 
his clerk, John Rooney, in which the following passage 
occurred :—‘‘ That I caused to be paid to the plain- 
tiff’s counsel, besides the usual fee for settling statement 
of claim and reply, and drawing interrogatories, and case 
to advise, the sum of £5 15s. with brief, and the sum of 
£1 6s. on consultation.” Whereas, in fact, no fees whatever 
for settling statement of claim in the cause had ever been paid 
to the counsel. 

(3) In the bill of costs of H. E. Fildes, presented to the 
taxing officer for taxation, the ae costs were charged 
and presented, and the officer taxed them after making a 
disallowance on certain items of 2s. 6d., viz. :—‘* Drawing 
affidavit of increase, fos. 6. 6s.; paid oath, 1s, 6d. ; copy 
for the defendant’s solicitor, 2s.; and paid filing 1s.” 
Whereas, in fact, H. E. Fildes knew that no such affidavit 
existed. 

(4) H. E. Fildes did obtain from counsel, on the 21st 
of October, 1880, his brief, with a list of the whole of 
counsel’s fees indorsed on the back, by misrepresentation, by 
stating that he would send up a cheque at once, and for the 
purpose of satisfying the taxing officer at Liverpool that the fee 
had been paid, whereas on the 22nd of October, 1880, when 
the bill was taxed, the fees had not been paid, but a cheque 
for the same was sent to counsel by H. E. Fildes on the 
25th of October, dated on the 26th of October. 

McConnell showed cause.—I] ask the court to allow me to 
re-open the question of fraud found against the solicitor in the 
first paragraph of the master’s report, as from the evidence 

iven before the master I submit that no fraud was proved. 
fasava, J.—Yes, you can do so, as the master’s report is not 
io the nature of a judgment ; if it were final there could be 
no use in our discussing the matter in court.] If any fraud 
was committed, and there is little doubt that it was, it was 
by Rooney, the clerk, and not by Mr. Fildes, The clerk had 
charge of the case, and Mr, Fildes thought that the clerk 
would have attended the taxation, but in consequence of the 
unavoidable absence of the clerk, Mr. Fildes had to attend 
it himself, and he knew nothing of the details of the case, 
The solicitor on the other side had, by some means, dis- 
covered that counsel had not been instructed to draw up the 
statement of claim, and, on taxation, objected that the 
amount should be charged against his client. Then the 
taxing officer said that he should require a voucher for it, 
whereupon Mr. Fildes said, If you have my clerk’s affidavit 
that the amount was paid to counsel, I suppose it was; and 
when the clerk returned, Mr. Fildes reprimanded him for 
inserting the item of £1 3s. 6d. Rooney was examined 
before the master and said that he put it in inadvertently, 
and in cross-examination it was elicited that he had been dis- 
charged from a former situation with an aspersion on his 
character, and that circumstance was perhaps looked upon as 
showing that he might perhaps have done this intentionally, 
but even so it could not criminate Mr. Fildes, In making 
his report the master was no doubt influenced by the fact 
that there was no > ange of book-keeping in the office, and 
there were no entries at all in relation to the action in 
question, but the solicitor was working“short-handed to save 
money, and a book-keeping clerk was dispensed with. 
ee, as to ey — of eoge dealt with in Ba 
second paragraph of the report, the explanation was that 
Rooney had drafted it and left it on his desk, and that while 
he was away the copying clerk had seen it, and thought it was 


* Reported by W. BLEw, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
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this duty to copy it and send it to the solicitor on the other 


side. It was not pretended that it was a proper affidavit ; 
it was not filled in with a commissioner's name, and the 
signature was in the writing of the copying clerk, who had 
ied the whole thing as it stood. Counsel’s fees were 
pad eventually. The solicitor had been twenty years in the 
fession, and nothing had hitherto been said against him. 
+ must be admitted that he had acted negligently, but he 
had been guilty of no fraud. 


Hoilams, for the Incorporated Law Society. 


Grove, J.—This is a case of great gravity, although the 
sum involved is very small, because anyone conversant with 
the taxation of a bill of costs must know how serious a matter 
a mistake of this sort is, and how greatly it may affect other 
people. A client is quite in the hands of his solicitor, and 
that gives the latter opportunity for the commission of 
offences of a serious description. Most counsel have known 
of bills of costs, or affidavits of increase, in which certain 
items have never been paid at all, and they know too that 
there is sometimes great carelessness in these matters, and 
money is often got which never should be got. In some 
matters, like this one for instance, the solicitor must be 
taken to have known his duty ; he should have gone through 
the bill of costs carefully, and satisfied himself that the 
several charges had been paid. In this case I think there is 
considerable evidence to justify the master’s report, and were 
Ia juryman I should have little hesitation in saying that the 
solicitor knew quite well what he was about ; but the evidence 
is not very demonstrative, and it is just possible that the 
solicitor was careless enough to have left the matter to a 
clerk, and to have presented the bill of costs without having 
looked through it. Among the items are fee to counsel, for 
statement of claim, and attending him. Now there was 
neither fee nor attendance here, on that point at least, but 
the only attendance was on the question of misjoinder of 
plaintiffe. I do not like saying anything behind the back 
of a man who is not here to defend himself, but I must 
eay that counsel made a great mistake in signing for 
fees he had not received. This signing a brief for fees is 
@ most important matter,‘and I never knew anyone 
initial a brief unless he had received the fee. As regards 
Mr. Fildes I cannot help thinking that he knew the fee 
was never paid. His one excuse is that he left these 
things to his clerk—that is to say, that he left to others 
matters that he should have taken care to have within his 
own knowledge. He was guilty of gross carelessness, to 
wse a mild term, but my own impression is that it was 
more than carelessness, for considering that Mr. Fildes 
has been in the profession for twenty years, this was not 
the first bill of costs he had drawn. The only doubt I 
entertain is whether we should not strike him off the rolls, 
‘but as it is just possible that he might not have absolutely 
known all the circumstances, we will take a lenient view 
and look upon the case as one of culpable neglect only. 
Under these circumstances we have come to the conclusion 
that Mr, Fildes be suspended for three years. 

Solicitor for the Incorporated Law Society, Williamson. 


Court oF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Recistrar Murray, sitting as Chief Judge). 
July 31.—In re W. R. Preston. 


The debtor was a solicitor having offices in Mark-lane. A 
_— for adjudication having been presented against him, 

. Shirreff, on bebalf of the petitioning creditor, applied 
for the appointment of Mr. Southcott, uccountant, as re- 
‘ceiver. In support of the application he read an affidavit of 
the petitioning creditor, from which it appeared that the 
bankrupt was in difficulties and that he had absconded. An 
“application to strike him off he rolls was also pending. 
There were bills of costs to be collected, and it was there- 
fore necessary for a receiver to be appointed. 

His Honour made the desired appointment. 


Inve John Grove. 


The bankrupt wasa solicitor and scrivener, carrying on 
ess in Queen-street, Cheapside, under the firm of Alfred 
Jones & Grove. He now failed to attend the meeting 
‘Sppointed for his public examination, and it was stated that 
‘he had absconded. 
The learned ReoistRaR directed the usual memorandum 





‘to be entered.— Zimes. 





SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The adjourned annual general meeting of the Incorpor- 
porated Law Society was held at their hall, Chancery-lane, 
on Thursday, Mr. Coartes Cuaripce Drvce, president, 
in the chair, The meeting was simply for the ‘of 
receiving the serutineers’ report of the election b ot to the 
ten vacancies on the couacil, and there was only a quorum 
of members present. 

The Prestpent having stated the object of the meeting, 

Mr. Eugene Wason, chairman of the scrutineers, read the 
report of the scrutineers, as follows :— 

Pursuant to the appointment made by the president at the 
meeting of the society held on the 8th day of July, 1881, in 
compliance with the 5th section of bye-law 15, we, the 
unders‘gned, the scrutineers so appointed, beg to present to 
the members of the society our report certitying the result 
of the election, which has been conducted in accordance with 
the charter and bye-laws of the society. 

The secretary handed to us on Tuesday, the 2nd of August, 
instant, a box containiog the voting papers, which had been 
placed in it as soon as they were delivered. 

The first schedale hereto annexed contains the total 
—_ of voting papers received, amounting in all to 
1,482. 

The same schedule sets forth the number of voting papers 
rejected, and the grounds of rejection. Six have been rejected 
on the ground that they were not received by midnight on 
the 30th of July, and six because the voting papers were not 
signed. 

‘The total number of votes in favour of each candidate is 
set forth in the second schedule hereto annexed. 

The third schedule contains the names of those candidates 
whom we find and certify to be duly elected. 

The voting papers have been duly closed up under our 
seals, and will be retained in our care for the period of one 
month, which will expire on the 5th of September next, 
when we sball destroy them as provided by section 2 of bye- 


law 18. 
Evcene Wason, Chairman. 
ALBErt TURNER, 
L. FuetcHer. 
Pair RicKMAn. 
August 2. Arraur I, Fincn. 


The first schedule referred to in the report annexed 
hereto :— 
Total number of voting papers received . 1,482 
(a) Received after the prescribed date 6 
(6) Unsigned . ‘ ° ‘ - 6 
_- 12 
1,470 


The second schedale referred toin the annexed report :-— 


Alfred Bell : z ‘ > - 1,241 
Barnard Platts Broomhead . - 1,301 
John Wreford Budd . “ » i ‘ 867 
John Moxon Clabon . ° ° ° - 1,351 
Thomas Marshall . ‘ ° ° - 1,206 
Arnold Summers Manns . = - Aa: 
Richard Nicholson . ° ‘ ‘ . 1,314 
Henry Watson Parker. ‘ - « 1,826 
Henry Roscoe . ‘ ‘ ‘“ - 1,851 
Cornelius Thomas Saunders . - 1,817 
George Augustus Schultz . . . . 244 
Matthew Bateson Wood . ° ° . 1,278 


The third schedule referred to in the annexed report :— 
Names of candidates duly elected. 


John Moxon Clabon . ‘ F : . 1,851 
Henry Roscoe . F . e ‘ . 1,851 
Henry Watson Parke ‘ . ° . 41,826 
Cornelius Thomas Saunders. . » 36 
Richard Nicholson . 3 < f . 13814 
Barnard Platts Broomhead ; ‘ - 1,801 
Matthew Bateson Wood . é . » 1,278 
Alfred Bell ; est ‘ - 1,241 
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Thomas Marshall ‘ : ‘ ° - 1,206 
John Wreford Budd. ‘ a i - 867 
Eueene“Wason, Chairman. 
AxsBert TuRNER, 
L. FLercuEr. 
Puinip Rickman. 
August 2, 1881. Agrnour I, Fincz. 


The.Pagsipent moved a vote of thanks to. thesecrutineers, 
which.was seconded by Mr. Tuomas  Parne,viee-president, 
and carried unanimously, -which terminated the proceed- 


ings. 

It .will be.observed that the whole of the retiring members 
of the council who came forward as .candidates were 
re-elected, and that Mr. Budd takes the seat vacated 
by Mr. Thomas Plews, who did not offer-himself for re-elec- 
tion. 


ASSOCIATION FOR THE REFORM AND CODI- 
FICATION OF THE LAW OF NATIONS. 


The following isthe programme of the Cologne Con- 
ference, tobe held 16th to 19th August, 1881 :—The 
conference will holdvits sittings in the great hall of the 
Hansa, at Cologne; and the inangural meeting will take 
place ou Tnesday, the 16th of August, at twelve o'clock. 
Members attending the conference ‘are required to sign a 
list, : setting forth their names and ‘their «addresses jn 
Cologne. Menibersiare requested to procare their tickets 
of admission immediately on arrival in Cologne. Reeep- 
tion of the members by the Cologne Committee; opening 
of the conference by the president ; annual report of the 
council ; communication of letters, &c. ; reports by the 


\- 
Sabjects for discussion, recommended by the Exeentive 

Conneil :— 
1. Public International Law.—Consular jurisdiction in 


China and Japan ; domicile as a test of national character ; | 


the neutralization of telegraphic sea cables in time of war ; 
the operation of the: mixed tribunals of Egypt. 

2. International Commercial Law:—Bills of exchange ; 
law ot negotiable securities (shares, bonds, and coupons, 
nominative-or to bearer) ; international copyright ; conflict 
between the law of joint stock companies. 

3. International Maritime Law.—The law of affreight- 
ment. 

Subjects proposed “by the International Code Committe 
of the Usited States :— 

Longitude and time ; international coinage, weights, and 
measures ; sea signals, collisions at sea. 

Subjects proposed by members :— 

The early charters granted by the kings of England to 
the merchants of Cologne, by Sir Travers Twiss, Q.C., 
D.C.L., F.R.S. ; eastoms of the early trading companies of 
Europe, by Cornelius Walford, F.S.A., F.8.S., F.R.H.S. ; 
on a common form of bill of lading as a basis for an 
international law of affreightment, by Richard Lowndes ; 
the Scandinavian coinage laws, by Alfred Kirsebom, vice- 
consul in London for Sweden and Norway. 





NEW ORDERS. 


HIGH COURT OF ‘JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Lone Vacation, 1881. 
Notice. 

Daring the vacation, until further notice, all applics- 
tions which may require to be immediately or promptly 
heard are to be made to the judges who for the time being 
shall act as Vacation J 

One of the Vacation Jadges will sit in the court of the 
Master of the Rolls, Rolls-yard, Chancery-lane, at eleven 
a.m.on Wednesday in every week, commencing on Wed- 
nesday, the 17th of August, until farther notice, for the 
purpose of hearing such applications. 

No ease will be placed in the court paper unless Jeave 
has been-previously obtained, or » ocrbifieste of counsel that 


the ease requires to be —— ior heard 
and eating concisely the reasons,ie Tetainane : 
Thenecessary papers relating Lo every application made 


- (ander 
to the officer in. 





 Sohale. 


to the Vacation Judges are to. be left with, or addresse? 

cover marked outside Chancery Vacation Papers) 

Chancery Regi ’ Chambers 

{room 136),.Royal Courts of Justice, .. before: one.o’clock. on. 

the. Monday. previous to.the day on which the application 
is intended to be.made. 

In any.case of great. urgeney.the brief of counsel. isto 


be sent to the judge by book post, or parcel, ;prepaid,. 


accompanied by office copies of the affidavits in .aupport 
of the application, and also by a minute, on a separate 
sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of the order he may 
consider the applicant entitled to, and-anenvelope capable 
of ‘receiving the ‘papers, and addressed :as follows: 
“ Chancery Official Letter : ‘Lo-the Registrar in Vacation, 
Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of Jastice, 
London, W.C.” 

On applications ‘for injunctions or writs of we exeat regno, 
in ‘addition to the above, a copy of the writ, and:a. 
certificate of writ issued, m ust also be-sent. 

The papers sent to the jadge will ‘be returned ‘to ‘the 
registrar. 

The address of the judge for the time being acting as 
Vacation Judge in the Chancery Division can be obtained 
on application at the Chancery Registrars’ Chambers. 

Thechambers of the Master of the Rolls will be open 
on "Tnesday, Wednesday, Tharsday, and Friday, in every 
week, from eleven to one o'clock. 

Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Jaly 31. 


Notice to Solicitors. 

On and.after the 20th of. August, the registrar in attend- 
ance will, for the purpose of facilitating vacation’ business, 
sign certificates for sale and transfer on Tuesday and:Friday in 
every week, but the certificates should be left for examination 
at least one clear day previously, and on Tuesday io-every 
week the registrar will make alterations necessary .in orders 
to be acted on by the Chancery Pay master. 

The’ registrar will not attend on Saturdays and Mondays 
unless on notice of.any intended application to the judge for 
an order ofan urgent nature, 

L, J.: Merivaz, 
P, J. Kine, 


} Vacation Registrars, 


Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, 
July 31. 


AMENDING ORDER AS TO THE FEES AND 
PERCENTAGES WHICH ARE REQUIRED TO 
BE TAKEN IN THE SUPREME COURT OF 
JUDICATURE BY MEANS OF STAMPS. 


Whereas by section 26 of the Supreme Court of. Judica- 
ture Act, 1875, it. is provided that the fees and percentages 
appointed to be taken in the High Court of Justice and in 

Court-of Appeal, and in any court to be created by any 
commission, and in any office which is connected with any 
of those courts, or which any business connected with any 
of those courts is conducted in, shall, except so far.as they 
be otherwise directed, be taken by means of stamps; and 
further that such stamps shall be impressed or adhesive, as 
the Treasury may from time to time direct; and that the 
Treasury, with the,coneurrence of the Lord Chancellor, 
may from time to time make such rules as may seem fit for 
publishing the amount of the fees, and regulating the use of 
such stamps, and particularly for prescribing the application 
thereof :to documents from time to time in use or required 
to berused for the purposes of such stamps and for ensuring 
the :proper ion of such stamps, and for keeping 
accounts of such stamps. 

And whereas, by an order made under the same section 
of the said Act on the 22nd April, 1876, it was provided 
that the stamps to be used in the collection of certain of the 
fees thercinmentioned should be either impressed or adhesive. 

And whereas it is expedient to extend the use of im- 
pressed stamps: and to make the use of them obligatory in 
the collection of certain fees. 

Now, we, the undersigned, being two of the Lords of her 
Majesty's Treasury, do with the @ncurrence of the Lord 
Chancellor , / give notice.and order and direct :— 

1, That from after the lt day of Augast, 1881, the 

used for denoting tho fees as described in .the 
ule hereto subjoined, shall, in so far as they are,pay- 
able at the Royal Courts of Justice, be of the character, and 





otherwise doulb with as proscribed. by such 


oe Se, a 7S 
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Tur ScHEDULE ABOVE REFERRED TO. 
SUMMONSES ‘AND WRITS. 





Document to he 
Stamped. 


Character of Stamp 


to be used. 


Regulations and Observations. 





On sealing a*writ of summons for 
the commencement of an ac- 
tion 

On sealing aconcurrent, renewed, 
or amended -writ of summons 
for the commencement of an 
action 





Writ of summons ... 


| Preecipe ... 





.| Impressed only ... 


.| Impressed only ... 





-| Forms with the impressed stamp 
are sold at the Inland Reventie 
Office, Royal Courts of Justice 
..| Precipes with the impressed 
stamp are sold at the Inland 
Revenue Office, Royal Courts 
of Justice 





The fee or fees payable on entering an appearan 


APPEARANCES. 


memorandum, as prescribed by the Appendix to the Rules of the Supreme Court, April, 1880. 
Forms of memorandum of appearance, with the'impressed stamp for one or more defendants, are sold at the Inland 
Revenue Office, Royal Courts of Justice. 


JUDGMENTS, DECREES, OR ORDERS. 


ce to be denoted by an impressed stamp or stamps on the form’of 





Document to be 
Stamped. 


| 
| 


| 


Character of Stamp to be 
used. 


Regulations and 


Observations. 





For drawing up and entering a judg- 
ment or decree or decretal order, 
whether on the original hearing 
of a cause or on further considera- 
tion, including a cause commenced 
by summons at chambers and an 
order on the hearing of a special 
case or petition, and any order by 
the Court of Appeal. 





Judgment or order 


| 


.. Stamp to be impressed on the 


judgment or order except at 
the Crown Office, where ad- 
hesive stamps may for the 

resent be also admitted, 

ut as far as practicable a 
precipe, with an im 
stamp, should in all cases be 
used 








PETITIONS. 








For ans a petition for hearing 
in court andisetting down... 4. 
For answering a non-attendable 
petition not being a petition for an 
Order Of COUTSE ...  .1. vee see eee 
a matter of course order on a 
petition of right  ... ... 2. 
an order for a commission on a 
petition of right =... kee ae 


Documents to be 
Stamped, 


Character of Stamp 
to be used. 





\ Petition ... 
Petition... 
Order 

} Order 








Fee only 


‘| 





MISCELLANEOUS, 








Gentine - 


Onafiat ofa judge .. 0 6. 0. oe | 
Upon a ‘reference to a master of ‘the | 
poeremne Seen of Judicature for | 
purpose of an investigation or | 
inquiry other than the taking of | 
an accourit' for which another fee is 
onan ile cs nga ac a 
taking a recognizance or ot 
“On taking bail and taking same ‘off 
filo and delivering ... ... wos 
Onacommitment .., 0 we ws 
On fh application to produce judge's 
Vor t transcript of an acoount in the 
at the Chancery Pay 00) } 








Document to be 


) 


Certificate or other docu- 
ment used in giving 
the decision 


Recognizance 
} Bail piece 

Commitment 
} Application 


Transoript 


| 


.| } Impressed only, 


Character of Stamp 
to be used. 
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We further order that, on and after the 2nd day of November, 1881, it shall, for the due protection of the Revenue, 

e duty of cancelling t 

-although obliterated by a written or printed cancellation, be afterwards cancelled by means of perforation. 
Signature of two of the Lords of the Treasury, 


“be obligatory on all court officials charged with 









adhesive stamps, to see that all such stamps, 





Cuartzs C. Corzs, 
Artuur D. Hayter, 

I concur in this Order, 
SELBoRNE, C 















LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Epwarp Arey, solicitor (of the firm of Argyle & 
Sons), of Tamworth, has been appointed a Perpetual Com- 
missioner for Warwickshire and Staffordshire for taking the 
Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women. 


Mr. Epwarp Joun Briveman, solicitor (of the firm of 
“Hine-Haycock & Bridgman), of 4, College-hill, Cannon- 
street, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, and a Perpetual 

-Commissioner for taking Acknowledgments of Deeds by 
Married Women in and for the County of Middlesex and the 
Cities of London and Westminster. 

Mr. Tuomas Vickers Favett, solicitor, of Rotherham, 
has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking 
the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women for the 
West Ridiog of Yorkshire. 

Mr. Jon GREENFIELD, solicitor (of the firm of Greenfield 
& Abbott), 37, Queen Victoria-street, has been appointed a 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. . 

Mr. James WiLt1am Hanptey, barrister, has been ap- 

ointed First Judge of the Madras Small Causes Court. Mr, 

andley was called to the bar at the Inner Temple, in 
_Easter Term, 1864. He has been for some time Government 
pleader at Madras. 

Mr, Joun Campen Harwarp, solicitor, of Dartford, has 
“been elected Clerk to the Dartford Board of Guardians, 
Assessment Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, in 
succession to his father, the late Mr. John Hayward. Mr. 
J.C. Hayward was admitted a solicitor in 1865. He is also 

~elerk to the county magistrates, to the Commissioners of 
Taxes, and to the Dartford Sewers Commissioners. 


Mr. Freperick Ronatp JEFFeRy, solicitor, of Worcester, |: 


has been elected Honorary Secretary to the Worcester and 
Worcestershire Incorporated Law Society. Mr. Jeffery was 
admitted a solicitor in 1874, 

Mr. Evan Mitiex Jongs, solicitor, of Leeds, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for taking the Acknowledgments 
< Married Women in the West Riding of the County of 

ork, 

Mr. Jounn Tuomas Kay, solicitor, of West Hartlepool, 
has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women for the 
“County of Durham. 

Mr. Tuomas Lewis, solicitor, of Dover, has been 
‘been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
.Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women for the 
‘Counties of Kent and Sussex. 


Mr. James Mitts, solicitor, of Beverley, has been 
appointed Clerk to the Magistrates for that borough, in 
succession to Mr. Thomas Shepherd, deceased. Mr. Mills 
was admitted a solicitor in 1865. He is in partnership with 
Mr. Thomas Crust, the registrar of the Beverley County 
Court, and with Mr, Stephen Ellis Todd. 


Mr. Ricnarp Brooxe Micuew, barrister, of Madras, 
has been appointed Professor of Law at the Presidency 
‘College, Madras. Mr. Michell is the son of the late Rev. 
Richard Michell, D.D., Principal of Hertford College, Ox- 
ford. He is a graduate of Balliol College, Oxford, and he 
was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1872. 
Mr. James Marsas.i Moorsom, barrister, has been ap- 
gned Official Reporter of English and Irish Appeals in the 
ouse of Lords, in succession to the late Mr. Charles 
Clark, Q.C. Mr, Moorsom has been for several years one 
-of the common law staff of the Law Reports. He was called 
to the bar at the Inuer Temple in Hilary Term, 1863, 
and he is a member of the South-Eastern Circuit, 


- winding up, presented July 22, directed to be 









Mr. Jonn Hitt Mounpay, solicitor, of 19, St. Swithin’s. 
lane, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Cuartes Notsey, solicitor, of Shrewsbury, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Su. 
preme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Wittram Ricnarp RanpaAct, solicitor, of Bridgend, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

The Hon. Witt1am Ritcurg, Chief Justice of the 
Dominion of Canada, has been sworn in to act as Deputy. 
Governor of the Dominion during the absence of the Marquis 
of Lorne. 

Mr. T. E. Sampson, solicitor (of the firm of Pembertom 
Sampson, & James), of Liverpool, has been appointed 
a Perpetual Commissioner fcr taking Acknowledgments of 
Married Women for the Counties of Lancashire and 
Cheshire. 

Mr. Horace Suepuarp, barrister, has been appointed 
Government Pleader at Madras. Mr. Shephard is a graduate 
of Balliol College, Oxford. He was called to the bar at the 
Inner Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1867, and he was for 
merly a member of the Home Circuit. 

Mr. Henry Joun Tarrant, barrister, has been appointed 
to act as'a Judge of the High Court at Madras, Mr, 
Tarrant was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Hilary Term, 1862. 

Mr. Epwarp Tuomas, solicitor, of Bristol and Yatton, 
has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking 
the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women for the 
City of Bristol, and for Somersetshire, 





























DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 
JoHN SHERARD CoLeMAN and ALFRED KipLine Comm 
solicitors (Coleman & Common), 13, Clement’s-inn, Str 
April30. The said business will be henceforth carried on by 
the said John Sherard Coleman alone. 


Witti1am Asranam RicHArps and PARKER Woopwank), 
solicitors, Weekday-cross, Nottingham. June 30. 
| Gazette, July 29, 1881.] 

















COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Jornt Stock ComPanrss. 
LiMiTED 1n CHANCERY, 
Impretat Unron Assurance Company, Limirep.--Petition for 
i heard before 
ug 6. Ramskill, Union ct, Old Broad st, solicitor for 








M.R., on 
the petitioner 

Sumsurex Mrnine Company, Liuirep.—By an order made by the 
M.R., dated July 23, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Munns and Longden, Old Jewry, solicitors for the 
petitioner (Gazette, July 20.) 











Army anp Navy Provision Market, Limrrep.—By an order 
by Fry, 









, J., dated July 22, it was ordered that the above company 
be wound up. Stokes, Chancery lane, solicitor for the 

New Broyrtoyp Company, Limirep.—By an order made by the 

M.R., dated July 16, it was ordered that the above company 

wound up. Foss and Legg, Abchurch lane, solicitors for thé 

oner 

Petroteum Srorace Company, T: ns Haven, Liaaren.—By at 
order made by Bacon, V.C., dated uly 23, it was ordered that 
pag be wound up. West and bo, Cannon st, solicitors 
‘or : 


mer 
Sirver Vatixy Minzs, Limrrep.—Petition for winding up, pre 
genadd July 36, directed to be heard before Cave, J.,on Aug ls 
Beall Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the 
Yuiscapwry Company, Lrairzp.—By an order 
dated July 22, it was ordered that the above com 
up. Freshfields and Williams, Bank b 
petitioner 


















above com 
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2 ati PALATINE OF ma F 
Heyey Stuart awp Company, .—Petition for winding u 
ted July 28, directed t0 be heard before the V.0. on Aug &. 
Eahowsy, Prescot, solicitor for the petitioner 
| Gazette, July 29.] 


Frrenpiy Soctretres Dissoivep. 

PortaR AND LiwenovusE ProvipEent Society, St Andrew’s Head, 

Rhodeswell rd, Limehouse, July 25 { Gazette, July 29.] 
Prasopy Frrenpiy Socrery, 55, Caird st, Liverpool. July 29 
Royat Atsgrt Opp Fx1iiows’ Frrenpix Society, Longhope, 

Gloucester. _~ 
Vicror1A FsMatz Frrenpiyx Socrery, Stone, Stafford. July 30 

[ Gazette, Aug 2.] 








OBITUARY. 


MR. WILLIAM POLLARD. 


Mr. William Pollard, solicitor (of the firm of Marsh & 
Pollard), of Rotherham, died at that place on the 15th 
ult. from acute rheumatism. Mr. Pollard was the son of 
Mr, William Pollard, of Doncaster. He first settled at 
Doncaster about sixteen years ago, when he became 
managing clerk to Messrs. Marsh & Hdwards, solicitors, 
with whom he afterwards served his articles. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1877, and soon afterwards went into 
partnership with Mr. William Marsh, who is mayor of 
Rotherham for the present year. Mr. Pollard’s premature 
death has caused general regret at Rotherham, where he 
was very highly respected. He leaves a widow and one 


MR. RICHARD SCARLETT. 

Mr, Richard Scarlett, solicitor, died at Thornbury, on 
tte Ist ult., at the age of ninety-one, Mr. Scarlett was 
born in 1790, and was admitted a solicitor in 1823. He 
had for many years practised at Thornbury, where he was 
for many years in partnership with Mr. John Crowther 


Gwynne. Notwithstanding Mr. Soarlett’s advanced age, 
he retained his mental faculties, and continued to practise 
until his death. He was s perpetual commissioner for 
Gloucestershire, and his private business was very large. 
He was for many many years clerk to the Thornbury 
Board of Guardians, and superintendent registrar for the 
district. Mr. Scarlett was also actuary of the Thornbury 
Savings Bank. He was the oldest member of the Corpora- 
tion of Thornbury, and one of the borough aldermen. He 
was buried on the 6th inst. 


MR, WILLIAM CHARLES ADDAMS WILLIAMS, 


Mr. William Charles Addams Williams, solicitor, town 
clerk of the borough of Monmonth, died at his residence 
at that place on the 9th ult. Mr. Williams was the son 
of Mr. William Williams, solicitor, of Monmouth, and was 
born in 1825. He was admitted a solicitor in 1850, 
an¢é upon his father’s death, two or three years later, 
he became town olerk of Monmouth and clerk to the 
borough magistrates. In 1869 he was elected clerk to 
the Monmouth Board of Guardians and Assessmert Com- 
‘mittee, and superintendent registrar for the district. He 
was algo clerk to the county magistrates for the Newcastle 
Division, and county treasurer for Monmouthshire. Mr. 
Williams’ private practice was very extensive. He was 
& perpetual commissioner for Monmouthshire. He had 
managed many elections for the Conservative party. He 
— for several years a widower, and leaves seven 
t) D. 


MR. THOMAS SHEPHERD. 


Mr. Thomas Shepherd, solicitor, died at Beverley, on the 
8th ult. after a long illness. Mr. Shepherd was born in 
1807, and was admitted a solicitor in 1828, asd had prac- 
tived for fifty-three years at Beverley. He had been for the 
in partnership with his son, Mr. Reginald 
Arthur herd, who was admitted a solicitor in 1874. The 
deceased held a number of public appointments. He 
had been town clerk of ii benenae of Deretlay since 1820, 
elerk to the connty magistrates for the North Humaley Divi- 
sion since 1840, and clerk to the magistrates for the North 


few 





Holderness Division since 1847. He was also clerk to the 
Commissioners of ‘l'axes for the borough of Beverley, and 
for three other districts. He was a perpetual commissioner 
for the East Riding of Yorkshire, and was for many years 
deputy-sheriff. Mr Shepherd was a Conservative, and he 
had the management of several elections. 


MR, JOHN WORLLEDGE, 


Mr. John Worlledge, barrister, chancellor of the diocese 
of Norwich, and many years a judge of county courts, died 
at his residence, Brooklyn, Jpswich, on the 19th ult., at the 
age of seventy-two. Mr. Worlledge was the son of Mr. John: 
Worlledge, of Chevington, Suffolk, and was born in 1809, 
He was educated at Felsted School, and he was formerly 
fellow of Trinity College, Cambridge, where he graduated: 
in 1834 as fourth wrangler and in the second class of 
the classical tripos. He was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple, in Michaelmas Term, 1838, and he- 
formerly practised on the Norfolk Circuit, and at the Cam- 
bridgeshire, Huntingdonshire, and Bedfordshire Sessions. 
In 1856, he was selected by Lord Cranworth to be judge 
of county courts for Circnit No. 33 one the 
greater part of Suffolk, and asmall portion of Norfolk), and 
he was for many years a member of the Standing Committee of" 
Judges for Framing Rules for the County Courts. - Mr. Worl- 
ledge wasa magistrate for the county of Suffolk, and, in 1871 
(on the desth of Mr. Edward Howes), he was appointed by 

ishop Pelham to the office of chancellor of the diocese- 
of Norwich. In June, 1880, he was compelled by the state 
of his health to retire from bis county court judgeship to the 
great regret of all the practitioners in the district, Mr. 
‘Worlledge was married to a daughter of the Rev. John: 
Wastell, of Risby, Suffolk. He became a widower in 
1863, and he leaves four sons. His second son, Mr. Edward 
William Worlledge, was admitted a solicitor in 1872, and 
is now registrar of the Yarmouth County Court. 
Mr. Worlledge was buried at Ipswich on the 22nd inst., and 
re te the solicitors in the town were present at the 
uneral. 


MR, EDWARD REDDISH. 


Mr. Edward Reddish, solicitor (of the firm of Reddish & 
Lake), of Stockport, died suddenly on the 27th ult. Mr.. 
Reddish was admitted in 1851, and had ever since carried on™ 
business at Stockport. He was associated in partnership with 
Mr. Charles Edward Lake (deputy-eoroner for the borough of 
Stockport), and he had alsoa London office at 38, Regent-street.. 
He was a perpetual commissioner for Cheshire, and he had 
an important and lucrative private practice, He had been 
for several years clerk to both the borough and the county 
magistrates. Mr. Reddish was for a long time an officer 
in the 2nd Cheshire Militia, in which regiment he held at 
the time of his death the rank of honorary lieutenant- 
colonel. 


MR. JOHN JAMES GUTCH. 


Mr. John James Gutch, solicitor, died at Holgate 
Lodge, York, on the 23rd ult. Mr. Gatch was born in 
1819. He was admitted a solicitor in 1841, and he had 
practised for nearly forty years at York. He was at the 
time of his death in partnership with Mr. William Benson 
Richardson, and he had been for many. years solicitor to- 
the North-Eastern Railway Company, to the legal business. 
of which he had always devoted himself in a most inde- 
fatigable manner. He was also solicitor to the York City and 
County Bank, and clerk to the Governors of Archbishop- 
Holgate’s School. Mr. Gutch was country to the 
Archbishop of York during Dr. Longley’s tenure of the see, 
He was sincerely respected by all classes in the city. 

MR, JAMES McKEEVER. 


Mr. James McKeever, solicitor, died at Wigton on the. 
27th ult., from disease of the heart, Mr. M ver wad 
born in 1825. He was for many years a clerk in the office 
of the late Mr. Studholme, of Wigton, with whom he served 
his articles, and he was admitted a solicitor in 1865. A 
few years later he went into partnership with the late Mr. 
Hodgson, on whose death he succeeded to the office of 
clerk to the county magistrates at Wigton. He had lately. 
been joined by his son, who was admitted only last year.. 
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Hohedie swe. need. uninaby: vanieennced he had been clerk; 
torthe Wigton. Board of. Health-and to the Wigton Highway. 
Board: ever since, the. formatiom of those: bodies... Mr... 
Teka bad or been for several. years.a/widower.: 





CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY 
LAST DAY OF PROOF, 

Asxpowy, Joux, Norfolk st, Strand. Oct 31. Good v Ashdown, 
V.C. Hail.” Mathews and Smith, The Sanctuary, Westminster 

ey Wixtram, Dalston; Warehouseman.. Oct I. Scoles v Cotter, 

V.C. Hall. White, Budge:row. 

Craven; Jowataan Nowsz.t, York, [ron Founder.,; Octl,) Laycock 
v Craven, M.R,. Chadwick, Dewsbury. 

Frarcss, va Grafton..Manor, eceatry Farmer.. Oct 1. 
FY¥ances v t, M.R. Scott, Bromsgrove 

MAnsz,’ atin, 8 oe Sept ‘1. Marsh v Plews; M/R. Truefitt, 

Mayor, Sonn i Impark rd. Sept 1..Cooke-v Bowen, M.R... Letts 
Bros, Bartlett’s bldgs, Holborn 

Pivms,\Taomas Luis, St Paul’s rd, Camden Town, Pianoforte 
Maker. ort 16: Molineux v Plumb, V.C.' Bacon. Lovett, King 


Reay; rm Ulverston; Lancaster, Gent: 
Hartley, VC. Bacon, Atkinson, Ulverston. 
Sowoaron; Leon > Hough rd, South Kensington, Gent. Aug 31. 
Rolomon v Solomon, ¥.C . Hall. Spyer, Winchester House, , Old 
Broad st 


Taéxvor; Isaac Piatrs; Stretford, Lancaster, Surveyor: Aug’3i. 
Taylor.v Taylor, M.R., Storer, Manchester, ; 
[ Gazette, July 19.] 
Brmewoon, Saran, Poseley, near oe Stafford. Aug 31. 
ouse v Jones; Fry, J. Flint, Uttoxeter 
Catvert,. Jonny, Newbiggin Farm, near Bishopton, Durham, Farmer. 
9,. Calvert v Brown, pcg mig North Bailey, Durham, 
Hunton and Bolsover, Stockton-on-Tée: 
Savitri, Joun; Worsborough Dale, York, - Merchant. Aug 30. 
Totty v Mitchell, M.R.. Newman, Barn 
Siem Saran, Burton Bradstocky Dorseti ies 31. Stone v Stone,, 


Urry, Ventnor 
r [ Gazette, July 22.] 


Rossow, Toomas, Hadleigh villas, Highgate, Gent. Aug 31. Rob- 
son v Robson, V.C. Hall. Eldridge, Gt James st, Bedford row 
Woop, Joun CHARLES, Abbey rd, St John’s Wood, Gent.’ Sept 1. 

Seagram v. Tuck, Fry, J... Stib! 
Peecite, July 26.] 


CREDITORS. UNDER 22 &..23, VICT. CAP, 25. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
— capa Scarborough.. Aug.27. Moody and Co, Sear- 


roug: 
a Sornm,; Barnstaple, Devon. Sépt 20. Gribble and Co, 
ristol 

Brerrow, WiiitaM, Milverton, Warwick, Gent. Aug 31. 
Leamington 

Bestwick, Enocu, Salford, Lancaster, German Yeast Dealer. 
Sept3. Boote'and Edgar, Manchester 

Cavesbisn, Wiou1amM Hewry Frepericn, Cromwell houses, South 
Kensington; Lieutenant Colonel 2nd; Derby Militia. Aug 31. 
Baileys and Co, Berners st, Oxford st 

CuLtey, BENJAMIN, Bacton, ’ Norfolk. Sept 5. Kennett, Norwich 

Darcey, Jouy, Emmanuel terrace;-Camberwell, Esq. Sept 16. 
Hatton and Westcott, Strand 

Durex, re Gamuv, Liverpool. Oct 31,. Moss and Sharp, 

Dogar, Pavbun: Clent,Hall, nr Stourbridge, Worcester. Sept 1. 
Nichols Marey, Bewdley 

Epwarps, Joserm an Freeschool : st, amet Aug 16: 
Sarah Woodmansee, 29, Paradise st, Lambeth 

Heniy, Mary. Anns, Inverness terrace, Bayswater. De 
Jersey and Co, Gresham st 

Hopvers, Reema — Joun, Weston super Mare, Esq. Sept 30. Baker 
and Co, W orton qupee, 

Hotmpen, Jamus, Edenbridge, Kent, Gent.. Noy 11, Pearless and 
Sons, Grins! 

Hows, Joux,) Bury; Woollen Printer. Aug 15. 

JExsoy, Thomas, Blackburn, Lancaster, Gent. 
Blackburn, 


LANGLEY, JOsEPH, Bisterne pl, Poplar, Cooper. 
hed friars 


Large, 


Aug 15. 


Grundy, Bury 
Sept 17. Haworth, 


Aug 30. French, 


Lezcn, Aments, Palace rd, Upper Norwood. Aug3l: Dommett, 
Gresham st 
Aug 27. 


Moony, Jonn James Pauw, Scarborough, York, Gent. 
Moody and Co, 8 h 

Moreax, Tuomas, St John street rd, Clerkenwell. Aug 3. Stopher 
and Rundle, Coleman st 

wen eC Grorax Brake, Manton, Rutland, Esq. Aug 27. Barber 


, Nottingham 
Nowmany Sa BAH, Onkliamy Rutland. Aug 27. Barber and Bowly, 


Rerpue, Evizapern ams Newton rd, Bayswater. Augl0. Drake 
and Co, Rood lane, Fenchurch st 

Roewns, ‘Maura, Leeds: Sept 30. Dunning and Co, Leeds 

Sanpeue, Wretssm: Natwanren, Cottenham pk, Wimbledon, Gent. 
Sept.1. Hales, Clifford's inn, § Fleet. at 

Smakr, TAxvon, ‘Lon Clawson, penn ceill Gent. Oldham 


tI. 
and Marsh arsh, Melton owbray ts 


Aug ‘9.. Choulervv’ 





Suart, Joun, Sydenham,Kent,,Gent.. Augd9.; Stubbs, John st, 
TOW. 

THoar, Jaze) DAvinsony Bognor, Sussex. Sepirl,.. Joely, Neweaatle 
upon 

VANNRR, -Wrecclesham, Farnham, Surrey, Farmer. A 
25: Potter, Farnham #3 “ 

Poo Wii.1amyJenxan) Carlisle, Solicitor, Aug7. Wannop, 
Canlisle: 

(Gazette, 19.4 
go an ee eg Kent, Angie Kooba 
, Hammersmith: 

siveee Gaoses, & Shirley, Warwick, Gent. 1. Cottrelland 

Song bi Ys Sept: 


BARBER; pe New Holland, Lincoln. Practical Railway Engineer, 
Aug 31. Mason, Barton upon Humber 


Brakes, CHaxuxEs Curtis, Petherton rd, Canonbury, Congregational 

Minister. Aug 19. Child and Sen, South sq, Gray’s inn 

BraMwEtt, Tuomas SALKELD, Marlborough Hill, ener. Esq. Aug 
13. Shum and Co, Theobald’s rd, Gray’s inn 

Buregss, WiLtraM, *Wornington. rd, Westbourne pk, Gent. Aug 20, 
Saxton and Morgan, Somerset st, Portman sq 

Critcxiow, Joszrx, St Helen’s, Lancaster, Hotel Keeper. Aug 31, 
Barrow and Cook, St Helen’s 

CritcHiow, Mary, "ANN, St-Helen’s, Lancaster. Aug 3l. Barrow 
and Cook, St Hélen’s 

EDWARDS; "Jouy, Hilldrop. crescent, = aaa Gent, Sept 1, 
Emanuel and Simmonds, Finsbury cire 

Friercnrr, James, Crumpsall, nr Manchester, Gent, Aug 30. Mac. 
donald Blair, chester 

Fou.ry, Henry, Canterbury, Kent, Esq. Aug 3ii Western and 
Sons, Essex st, Strand 

Forrorp, Orci Marx, Queen’s gate, Barrister at Law. Aug 20, 
Prideaux and Sons, Goldsmiths’ Hall 

GawtLEx) Mary Ann, Park st, Stoke Newington, Aug:22i  Phil«: 
pott, Guildhall chinbrs, Basinghall st 

Hart, Soromon AtExanpeEr, Fitzroy sq, Royal Academician, Sept 
1, Emanuel and Simmonds, Finsbury circus 

Hueagarn; Joszspx, Ann’s terrace, Walham green; Sept@i:. Blach~: 
ford and.Co, College hill, Cannon st 

MACLEAN, ALEXANDER, Pembridge sq, Bayswater, Esq. Nov 1. 
Johnsons and’ Co, Austin Friars 

oo , JouN, Leeds, Innkeeper. Sept2. Bulmer and Lawson, 

Aug 27. Newill, 

Pacs, Isaac, Great Horkesléy, Essex, Farmer. Sept2. Middleton 
and Marshall, Colchester~ : 

Patcuerr, Cuarvzs, Long Sutton, Lincoln, Retired Baker... Aug 29. 

jpand Mossop,. Lon, tto 
Aug 3h. Johnson 


Sutton 
Ww Mills, Derby, Saddler. 
Sept 30,. 


PgNRvupDOcK, Rey Isaac, Weston super Mare, Clerk. 
Bakers and Co, Weston super Mare 
Oct 20. Holyoake, 


PICcKERNELL, Jonn, Hallow, Worcester, Gent. 
Droitwich { 
eo Wiu114M Heyy, Otley, York, Jeweller. Aug 31. . Siddall, 
e 


Morris, Exizasetx, Lydbury North, Salop. 
Wellington 


Parson, Grorez, 
Stockport 


y 

Scorr, Jawes Grorcre Thomas, Eastbourne, Sussex, = Engineer. 
Aug 30: Trinders and Curtis Hayward, St Helen’s pl 

Szacoue, Mary, Gombeiden st, Edgware rd. Septl. Fladgate and} 


Co, Craven st, Strand 
SHAKESPEAR, JouN JostpH Artuvr, New Bond st, Esq. Aug-31, 
Walker and Co, Theobald’s rd, Gray’s inn 
Waneuss, Sanam Janey Billinghay;, Lincoln. Sept 9... Hebb, Lins. 
coln 
Watson, Samvuzt, Leeds, Leather Merchant. Aug 31. Jones, Leeds 
WItson, WILut1AM, Hanley, Stafford; Chemist. Aug 20. Notting- 
ham Wilson, Stoke upon Trent 
[ Gazette, July 22] 








LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK, 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 

JULY 28.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME 
fiMetropolitan. Open Spaces. Act (1877), Amendment, 
Universities of. Ox'ord‘and Cambridge-(Statates), Turnpikes 
Act Continuance, Patriotic: Fand; Castoms: (Officers). 

BILLS. IN COMMITT EB: 

British Honduras (Gourt of Appeal), Pedlars: (Certifi- 
cates), Metallic: Mines: (Gunpowder). 

BILL READ A THIRD TIME: 

Private Birt.—Greenwich Dock and Railway: 

JULY 29.—BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Metropolitan Open Spaces’ Act (1877) Amendment, 
Universities of Oxford and Cambridger(Statutes), Tarnpike 
Acts Ontinnenens Customs (Officers), Patriotio Fund,. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

British Hondaras (Court of Appenl), Pedlars (Certifi- 
cates), Metallic Mines (Gunpowder); Universities of Oxford 
and Cambridge (Statutes), Turnpike Acts Continuance, | 
Patriotic Fand, Customs (Officers). 

AUG. 2—BILLS READ A THIRD, TIME: 
Private Bri. Sg 7 Ane Md rene Railway. 
Métropolitan Open Spaces Act (1 Amendin 

BILL READ A FIBST ‘IME.’ me 

Pablio Works Loans. 
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HOUSE: OF: COMMONS. 
JULY 27.—BILL READ A SECOND TIM#: 
Wild. Birds’ Protection Act (1880), Amendment... - 
BILL READ’ A THIRD TIME: 
Private Bitt.—Ellon Trust Estates. 
BILL WITHDRAWN. 
Lunacy Law: Amendment, 
JULY. 29.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Superannuation (Post Office aud Works). 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bint.—London City Tithes (St. Botolph without, 


Aldgate). 

AUG. 1.—BILLS IN. COMMITTEE. 
Birds’ Protection Act 
uation (Post Office and Works). 


A THIRD TIME. 
Pablic: Works Loans, 
BILLS WITHDRAWN. 
Augmentation of Benefices Act’ Awendment, Rivers 
‘Conservancy and Floods Prevention. 
AUG. 2.—BILL. IN COMMITTEE. 


Petroleum oe ne). 
AUG. 3.—BILLS WITHDRAWN. 
Ballot Act a a and Amendment, Church Patron- 


age (No. 2). 


' Regulation of the Forces; Wild 
(1880) Amendment, Su 
BILL R 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota of R&GISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Covet of MaAstsr or rue 
Date. confi Rotxs: Vv. 0. Bacor. 


Monday, Aug. 8Mr. Latham: Mr. King 
‘Tuesday ...... 9 Leach Merivale 
V. 0. Haut. Mr. — 
Monday, Aug. 8Nr. PembertonMr: Jackson Mr. Senndale 
‘Theaday ...... Ward Cobby Farrer 

The Long Vacation will commence on Wednesday, the 10th 
day of August, and terminate on Monday, the 24th day. of 
October, 1881, both days inclusive. 


Mr: Koe 
Clowes 
=z — 





The Southern Law Journal says that-one of the magistrates 
of Alabama, who is noted for making decisions with as little 
legal circumlocution as possible, had his patience tried by 
a@lawyer who insisted on. an exhaustive cross-examination of 
@ witness, while the magistrate’ protested that the witness 
had told all he knew about the case, and that ‘the court was 
ready to render a decision. But the lawyer carried his point, 
and the witness was) by no means: uawilling: to ‘‘ give his 
views,” although the justice had ceased to pay any attention 
to his evidence, being busily engaged in docketing his de- 
cision. Handing his docket to a gentleman near him, the 
magistrate said, *‘ If the court should die before this witness 
gets through talking, I authorize you to publish the finding 
of the court from this docket.”’ 

An inqnest was held! on Thursday respecting the death 
of’ Mr. Fentham Hedges, barrister, of 2, Old-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn. Mr. Hedges, it waa stated, was.in the habit 
of experimenting with chemicals, and of ‘taking medicines 
which he had: mixed himself. On Tuesday last he was 
found dead. in his chambers, and a post-mortem) examina- 
tion showed that he had died‘from having: swallowed 
cyanide of potassium. One of the-medical’ witnesses said 
‘that he thought. Mr. Hedges, while making experiments, 
was. overcome with the fumes of the» chemicals; and, 
feeling faint, he seized hold of the glass of oyanide of 
potassium in mistake for water and dravk’it. The jury 
returned a verdiot ‘* That the. deceased died from the effects 
of! cyanide of: ium, g from misadventure whilst 
experimenting.” 











SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Aug: 9,—Mesers,. DERENHAM, ed Farmer, & BRipex- 
WATER, at the Mart, at 2 Freehold Properties (see 


ad vertisemen bs retsreeder ). 
ug 10,—Mr, K. Jackson, at tat, 1 p.m., Leasehold 


Property (see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES,, AND DEATHS, 


AGABEG.—July 26, at.61, [cn all road, St. John’s Pa 
the wife of Aviet. Cpt eeeg a daughter. 
BacsHaweE.—Jaly 31, at me ger Ben 


wife of W. H. G: C., 
Barren.—July 25, at 19, C ace; SW. , the: wif of H. 
barris ter<at-law, ofa 


po. i of the Inner. Temple, 
ughte 
CHatTEeR.—July-25, at ed Hyeres; borne ap 
the wife of W. Henlev Chater; barristervat-lawy:of 
Dynz.—Aug. 1, at The the wife of John 
Bradley Dyne, of Lincoln’s-inn, bennlenes ae 
Expriner.—July 26, at 2; Lsigham- cevese; Ballons, tus wife 
of John R. El dge, valioieoe ofa daughter. 
ForstTEr.—June 18, at’ Kimberley, Griqualand West; the wife 
of John Douglas Forster, barrister-at-lawy of a'son, : 
Hour.—July 31; at 58, Wellington-road, N.W..,. the-wife of 
Ed os H. Holt, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, of' a 


daug hte 
Larron.—J uly 21, at — West the wiféof 
Layton, of Liverpool, oR ae a daughter. aise 


tidebinns-Resndin tee ee 19, at t Westminster — John 
Lydekker; of the: Inner: Temple, barrister-at-la Ma 
Desborough, daughter of Charles St: Clare: Bodlordy of 21, 
a rebel bile aoa Glasgow, John age 
PENS— BairD.—July t Ww, A. 
ao to Sophia. Nicol, daughter of Hugh Baird, 
sows 


DEATH. 
GREENING:—July 31, at’St. Leonards-on-Sea, Henry Greening, 
late of Highgate and the Middle Temple, aged 71. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrapts-: 
Ferrmay, Jnly 29; 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to:the Registrar. 
: To Surrender in London. 
Moffatt, Douglas, Inverness ter, Bayswater, Barrister-ai-Law. Pet 
July 53, Pepys. Aug 17 at1l 
Newstadt, Bernard, Cambridge st, Golden’ sq, Trimming Seller, 
Pet row A 28. Pepys. Aug 17 at 11.30 
Walker, Augusta, d st, Paddington, Ladies’ Outfitter. Pet July 
27. Pepys. Aug 9 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Hawkridge, Edward, Halifax, Grocer. Pet July 26. Rankin. 
Halifax, Aug 11 at it 
Hazelton, "Robert Henry, yey jo. Grocer. Pet July 
25. Hulton. Salford, Aug 10 atl 
Parsons, Thomas Henry, Henry Wright, and James Henry Smith, 
Liverpool, Shirt Makers. Pet July 26. Cooper. Liverpool, Aug 


15 at 12 
Postgate, Lorenzo, Scarborough, York, Builder. Pet July 26, 
Slater, Robert W Marshall, 
Leeds, Aug 10 at 11 


Woodall. Scarborough, Aug 12 at 12 
» Leeds, Tailor. Pet July 20. 
Stones, Charles John, Alford, Lincoln, Corn Merchant. Pet July 23. 
Staniland. Boston, Aug 8 at 12 
Treherne, Henry, Anna ter, Hounslow, Gent. Pet July 26. Ruston. 
Brentford, Aug 30 at 10 


Tusspar, August 2, 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward:their proofs:of debts:to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Cosham, Thomas, Kilburn pk rd, Baker, Pet July 29.. Murray) 
Aug 16 at 11,30 
Hawes, re . catian Poultry, Hosier. Pet July 29. Murray. 
Aug 24 at 
Katey, Ha Edvard William, Mile end rd, Auctioneer. Pet July, 28. 
Pepys. Aug 17 at12 
O'Donoghue, The, Bedford Hotel; Covent gdn, M.P. Pet July 28. 
Pepys. Aug 24 at 11 
Richens, Edwin, Hackney rd, out of business. Pet July 28. Pepys. 
Aug 17 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Calvert, George, Ripon, Lia - ays inna Pet July 30.: Jefférson. 
Northallerton, Aug 16 at 
Lina ~ George, amore ‘Tees, Durham, Bricklayer. Pe 
Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, Aug 22 at 3 
ofall ul, John; Bridgend, Glamorgan, Farmer. Pet July 27 
Langley, Cardiff, Aug 12 at 12.30 
Moses, Sunnyhurst, Over Darwen, seam Tankeeper. 
Pet July 29. Bolton. Blackburn, Aug 15 at 
Twisleton, Francis, Settle, York, Butcher: 1Pet July: 26. Lee 
sg Aug 12 at 12 
White, James, jun, Ossett, nr Dewsbury, Farmer. Pet July 23 
Tennant. Dewsbury, Aug 15 at 3 
Williams, John, Ystradyfodwg, Glamorgan Engines July 28: 
Spickett, Pontypridd, Aug 13 at 10 
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BANKRUPTCIES ANNUL 
Tuxspay, August 2, 1881. 
Meiz, Augustus de, Aintree, Lancaster. July 29 
Wall, Joseph Barker Daniel, Blackheath, Surveyor. July 26 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF — 
Faermay, July 29, 

Alsford, William, Aylesbury, Se esa inabe. Aug 12 at 12 at 
offices of Lovell and Co, Grays-innsq. Bullock and Penny, Gt 
Ber! 

Altman, Hyman. Leeds, Taylor. Aug 11 at 11 at offices of Jenkin- 
son, Albion st, Leeds 

Andrews, James, East Chinnock, Somerset, Baker. Aug 8 at11 at 
offices of Watts, Yeovil 

Ap lebe, Sansom, Mudford, Somerset, Carpenter. Aug 10 at 11 at 

ces of Watts, Yeovil 

Atkinson, Thomas, Pilkington, Lancaster, Farmer. Aug 5 at 3 at 
offices of Simpson and Hockin, Mount st, Albert sq., Manches- 


ter 
Henry, Reading, Berks, Coal Factor. Aug 12 at 11.30 at 
offices of Bird, Bedfo: row 

Bailey, William, Thorne, York, Auctioneer. Aug 11 at 12 at Red 
Lion-inn, Market pl, Doncaster, Mander and Son, Wakefield 

Bayley, Samuel Charles, Old Swan, Lancaster, Tea Merchant. 
Aug ll - 2 at offices of Jones and Kitchingman, Harrington st, 

verpoo! 

Pt. el Richard Fraston, Old Kent rd, Licensed Victualler. 
Aug 26 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Wild and Co, Iron- 
monger lane 

Broad, William, Longton, Stafford, Florist. 
of Kent, Chancery lane, Longton 

Brookes, Benjamin, Stockport, Chester, Stone Mason. a 15 at 3 
at offices of Newton, Bank chmbrs, Market pl, Stockpo 

Buchanan, John Sinton, ool iat pl, Marylebone, Onsen Aug 6 
at 3 at Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn 

Burn, George, sen, Burgess hill, Sussex, Brickmaker. 
at offices of Sheard, Union ct, Old Broad st 

Butterworth, Charles, Hulme, nr Manchester, Baker. Aug 19 at 3 at 
offices of Woodall and Marriott, Norfolk st, Manchester 

= man, William, Kingston-on-Thames, Stationer. Aug 12 at 3 at 

ces of Clements, Clarence st, Kingston-on-Thames 

Chorlton, James, Bristol, Glass Manufacturer. Aug 11 at 3 at Guild- 
hall chmbrs, Broad st, ‘Bristol. Pigeon, Bristol 

ooper, George Joseph, Bethnal Green- Bovey Timber Merchant. 
Aug 22 at 3 at offices of Brighten and Co, Bishopsgate st Without 

Croucher, Thomas, Milton-next-Sittingbourne, Beer Retailer. Aug 
19 at 11 at offices of Gibson, High st, Sittingbourne 

Crowther, Charles William, Oldb 
at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, irmingham 

Dean, Charles, Birmingham, Antena Aug 10 at 3 at offices of Parr 
and Hayes, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Dixoo, Matthew, Walkenglon Wold, York, Farmer. Aug 9at 12 at 
Chamber of Commerce, Exchange bldgs, Low gate, Kingston-on- 
Hull. Silvester and Son 

Elford, John, and George Sitters, Plymouth, Builders. Aug 11 at 11 
at offices of Greenway, Frankfort st, Plymouth 

Franklin, George, Windsor, Plumber. Aug 10 at three at offices of 
Cooper, Lincel’s i inn fields 

Garland, James, rag eee Bath, Baker. Aug 12 at 12 at offices of 
Wilton and Sons, West; bldgs, Bath 

Gibson, Robert George, ewcastle upon Tyne, Drysalter. Aug 10 
at 2 at offices of Traders’ _Association, Grainger st West, New- 
castle 0) Tyne. Brown, jun, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Gordon, Joseph William Geach, Southampton, Theatrical Manager. 
Aug 10 at 3 at Bell and Co, Portland st, Southampton 

— Adolphus Frederick, Liverpool, Surgeon. Aug 18 at 2 at 

of Collins, Harrington st, Liverpool 
Aug 16 at 3 at 


Gray, John, Forest , Essex, Civil Engineer. 
of’ Greening, Fenchurch st 
Grimsley, Joseph Garratt, and John Thomas Vaughan, Leicester, 
Engineers. Aug 12 at 3 at offices of Wright, Belvoir st, 
Leicester 
Grove, William, Maesteg, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug l5at 3 at 19, 
Duke st, Cardiff Randall, Bridgend 
Hanning, ’ William George, Newcastle upon Tyne, Innkeeper. Aug 
1] at 2 at offices of Hoyle and Co, Grainger st West, ewetaile 
upon 
Hardy, Emma Maria, Lincoln, Brickmaker, Grocer. Aug 10 at 11 
at offices of Swan and Co, Siluer st, Lincoln 
, James, Camden rd, Camden Town, China Dealer, Aug 
ll at 3 at offices of Cooper, ‘Lincoln’s inn fields 
Hayes, John, Seven Sister’s rd, Holloway. Builder. fae 16 at 10.30 
at offices of Cmorean, & er eneeaag bldgs, Basinghall st 
Holt, Alfred, Blackpool, Lancaster, out of business. Ang 1 
at offices of May and Parry, Clifton chmbrs, Townhall st, Black: 


goed 
Hopkins, ~ . Kilsby, egg yt aoe ll Baker. Aug 11 at3 at 


ier’s Arms Inn, Rugby. Wri we. ay Bomenw rye 
Hunns, Samuel Thistlewood, Wisbech, Cambridge, Prevision Mer- 
», York row, Wis- 


—_ Aug loa ll at oles of of Ollard and 
J, Borough market, peatvenet, Salesman. Aug 11 at2 


Fowler, Dowgate 
oe Isabella, hepa am out of business. Ang 165 at 


11 at offices of Robson, ae st, Newcastle-upon- 


Ireland, Alfred Bruton, Gloucester, Grocer. Aug 10 at 3 at 
offices of Haines, Westgate chmbers, meter at, & 
eo or B ~~ 984 Gloucester, Farmer. Aug 8 at 3 at 
Jones, Evan, +, nr Walsall, Banksman, Aug 11 11 
Seine mace 
n . Aug 10 
va ale, Baty ee ug 10 at 3 at offices 
wer, James, Upton, Somerset, Farmer. Au y 15 at 12.30 at the 
Langport Arms Hotel, Langport. Reed and Cook, Bridgwater 


Aug 13 at 11 at offices: 


Aug 13 at 11. 


, Stafford, Baker. Aug 11 at 3 





Edward, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Coal 
avies, High st, Weston- 
super-Mare 


Levy,. Sarah, Hackney rd, Clothier. Aug 17 at 3 at Guildhall 
Tavern, Gresham st. Sturt, Southwark st, Borough 

Lumley, Stephen, Durham, Tailor. Aug 10 at 12 at offices of Oliver,. 
Market pl, Durham 

Malins, Clement, 


Lawrence, John 
Merchant. Aug 5at1l at offices of 


Birmin yarn Printing Press Manufacturer, 
Aug 6 at 11 at offices of Smith Temple 4 Birmingham 
Mann, Samuel, Brixton rd, Grocer. Aug 18 at 3 at offices of Izard, 
Arthur st Bast. Bri Aten and Co. Bishopsgate st Without 
Marfell, George, East Dean, Gloucester, Haulier. Aug 15 at 11 at 
offices of Robinson, Mitcheldean 
McIver, John Hodgson, Warrington, Lancaster, Confectioner, 
Aug 12 at 3 at offices of Davies and Co, Warrington 
Melhuish, Sydney, Gravesend, Sewing Machine Dealer. Aug 22 at 
12 at offices of forris, Mitre crt, Temple 
Minchin, Henry, Hooknorton, Oxford, Farmer. Aug 11 at 11 at 
offices of Kilby and Mace, High st, Banbury 
Mitchell, Mary Lancaster, aMilliner, Aug 11 at 11 ai 
offices of Turner and Son, Fox st, Presto 
Mitchell, Matthew, Dewsbury, York, Goasagredier: Aug 12 at 11 at 
offices of Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury 
Mitchinson, John Archibald, Bedlington, Northumberland, Grocer. 
Aug 9 at 2 at offices of Chartres and Co, Grainger st West, New-. 
castle-upon-Tyne 
Natus, John Michael, St Ann’s rd, Stamford Hill, Baker. Aug 8 at 
3 at offices of Noon and Clarke, Blomfield st 
O’Connor, Mary, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Fruiterer. Aug 8 at 4 at. 
offices of Grange and Wintringham, St "Mary’ 8 chmbrs, West St 
Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 
Owen, Thomas, Banbury, Oxford, Shipping Insurance Agent. Aug 
10 at 3 at Fairfax, Bri ge st, Banb ury 
Palmer, Sarah Dalling, and John Robertson, Lower Thames street, 
Salt Merchant. Aug 18 at 11 at Cannon st Hotel, Cannon street, 
Jones, Mark lane 
Pearce, Stephen Seward, Mark lane, Coal Owner. fay A 16 at 3 at 
Guildhall Tavern, Guildhall yard. Kimber, Lombard s 
Pells, Laurence William, Harwich, Essex, Innholder, oe 12at1 
at White Hart Hotel, West st, Harwich. Mills, Ipswich 
Perkins, Henry, Birstal, York, Felt Manufacturer. Aug 16 at 12 at 
King’s Arms Hotel, Dewsbury. Walker, Dewsbury 
Powe, John Gibbs, Swansea, Confectioner. Aug 9 at 1 at offices of 
Collins, Broad st, Bristol 
Read, Edwin, and William Payne, Muscovy court, Tower Hill, Tea 
Dealers. Aug 15 at 3 at offices of Bradley, Mark lane 
Ryland, George Crowther, King’s Norton, Worcester, Collie: vo | 
Agent. Ang 1 - at 11 at offices of Huggins and Mallard, New 
st, bong rh omg 
Sanders, Richard, Leeds, Wheelwright. Aug 11 at 11 at offices of 
Turner and Hewson, Park sq, Leeds 
Schofield, Ellen, Heywood, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler, Aug 11 
at 11 at Offices of Grundy and Son, Fox st, Heywood 
Scholefteld, William, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Aug 15 at 3 at 
offices of Ponton, Dale ag bee po 
Shepherd, James Thomas, Felling, Durham, Provision Dealer, Aug” 
11 at 11 at offices of Marshall, Claypath, Durbam 
Shields, Alexander, Railton rd, Herne Hill, Bookseller. Aug 15 at3 
at Guildhall Coffee house. Davies, New inn 
Simpson, John, and Henry Backhouse, Cannon st, Iron Merchants. 
Aug 9 at 11.30 at offices of Belk and Parrington, Post Office chbrs, 
Marton rd, Middlesborough 
Smith, Edward, Bishopston, Bristol, Printer. Aug 8at11 at offices. 
of Brown, Corn st, Bristo 
— Joseph, ‘Accrington, Mineral Water press ered Aug 18 
at 3 at offices of Horner and Son, Clarence st, Manches' 
eens, Cherian. Swansea, Butcher. Aug 8 at 2 at office of of Jellicoe,. 
Prospect pl, Swansea 
Stevenson, James Harvey, Burwash, out of business, Aug 10 at 12 
’ Camden Hotel, Calverley rd, Tunbridge Wells. Hewitt, 
astings 
Sutcliffe, Frances, Dunstan’s ter, Fockhem Rye, Corn Dealer. Aug8 
at 2 at offices of Moss, Gracechurch 
Symonds, Henry, Croydon, Surrey, ae Dealer. Aug 8 at 
a the Green Dragon. Hotel, High st, Croydon, Dennis, Croy-- 


sheen, John, Conway, Carnarvon, ar A. 11 at 12 at Albion 
Hotel, Chester. Davies and Roberts, Rhyl 

Tomlinson, John, and James Henry Tomlinson, Blackburn, Lancas- 
ter, Tailors. Aug 12 at .- at ee Seek Eagle Hotel, Corporation st, 
Manchester. Needham, B 

Tucker, George Thomas, aa andsworth, Stafford. out of business. 
Aug 9 at 3 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Tucker, Robert, Penrith, Cumberland, Innkeeper. Aug 12 at 2.30 at 
offices of Arnison, St Andrew’s pl, Penrith 

Tudman, Edward, Ash, »Salop, Bank Manager, Aug 10at12 Queen's 
Hotel, Chester. Boor hester 


of Fowler, Dow; hill 

Turner, Emanuel, Marske-by-the-Sea, York, General Dealer. Aug 9 
at 11 at Traders Association, High st, Stockton-on-Tees. Peacock, 
Middlesborough 

Turner, Leonard, Harry Turner, and Thomas Turner, Willow walk, 
Kentish Town, Bakers, Aug 12 at 3.30 at Guildhall Coffeehouse, 
Gresham st. Rooks and Co, King Cheapside 

Tydeman, George, Stowmarket, Watchmaker. Aug 17 at 12 
at Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn, Howes and Sons, Stowmarket 

Walsh, John, Birkdale, near South . Fish Dealer. Aug 10 at? 
at o ces of Gibson and Bolland, 10, , Sottth John street, Liverpool. 
Peck, Wigan 

Walton, George Pearson, Stockton-on-Tees, Harthenware Manufac- 
turer. Ae. 18at li Se +t, Stockton-on-Tees. Dodds and Co 

Ward, W ince, Boclerpell, Stafford, Grocer. Aug 9 at 1 at offices of. 

Bene hmbrs,. Stafford 

Weston, George Huddersfield, Carver and we Aug 11 at 3 at 
offices of Simelen and Co, $2, John William st, H eld 

Whitehouse, hs aan a Princes End, Brewer. Aug 11 at 11 at Queen’s 
Hotel, Bi: rmingham Duignan & Co, Walsall 


Tuppen, George, U: pper Thames st, Butcher. Aug 12 at 11 at offices 
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Willford, William, U; 
Trade Protection 


Pe ae” Aug 13 at 11 at 


Leicester 
‘lliams, David Lloy: +,'Willesden, Sy me) 
“aug 12 AS at Gaiidhall Tavern, Gresham st, 
Lamb, 0! ewry 
Winlaw, Thomas, Leftwich. near Northwich, Chester, Licensed 
Victualler. ie at 11 at offices of Green and Dixon, Castle 


Eating-house Keeper. Aug 15 at 11 at 

‘oodru poten | pton, York, Bootmate Aug 11 at 3 at offi 
We s or’ er, Au at offices 
of Robinson and Robinson, Skipton - 


Y He Hampton, Builder. Aug 12 at 4 at 14, Clement’s inn, 
eggs ame sid . ’ 


Tvespay, Aug, 32, 1881. 
Allen, Josiah, Leeds, Joiner, Aug 15 at 3 at offices of Harland, 
South parade, Leeds 
Bellamy, Tho: General Wire Worker. Aug 12 at 
Tl at Vienne et tet een sail, in st, Birmingham 
Bergmon, Lewis Han: gston- por Hull, Surgeon. Aug 12 at 
3 at offices of Woodhouse, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Bickford, Thomas, James Joint, and William Bailey, Cardiff, 
—— Aug 16 at 11 at offices of Jones, Philharmonic chhrs, 


Bloyce, James, Bromley, Kent, Builder, Aug 15 at 1 at Greyhound 
otel, ee Norman, Brixton 
ohn, Middle Rainton, Durham, Grocer. Aug 17 at 2.30 at 
offices of Salkeld, Elvet bridge, Durham 
Bush, John, Salisbury si, New North rd, Marble Mason. Aug 22 at 
3 at offices of Warmington, Gresham bldgs, Basinghall st 
Calloway, William, Levenshulme, nr Manchester, Labourer. 


15 at 3 at offices of N am and Co, York st, Manchester 
Catt, aie, lacie, Tobacconist. Aug 15 at 12 at offices of 


Hughes, eB 
eereny » Jose ve, Stoughton, Wedmore, Somerse}, Farmer. 
19 at 3 at George Hotel, Wedmore. Price, Burnham 
Cok ae Henry, Sheffield, Hosier. Aug 17 at 12 at aiuee of Vickers 
and Uo, Bank st, Sheffield 
Cole, Abraham, St Mary, nr (trad Farmer. Aug 25 at 12 at offices 
of Pollard, St Lawrence st, Ipswich 
Connah, John, Barrow-in-Furness, Grocer. Aug 12 at 11 at County 
al ‘offices, Church st, Barrow-in-Furness. Taylor, Barrow-in- 
mess 
Cooper, William, Cleckheaton, York, Brick Manufacturer. Aug 15 
at 3 at Wellington Hotel, Dewsbury. Clough, Cleckheaton 
Cousins, James, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, Fishing Vessel Owner. 
Aug 12 at 3 at offices of Step enson and Mountain, Bethlehem st, 
Great Grimsby 
Cuff, Arthur St George, Tavistock pl, Tavistock sq, Gentleman. 
Aug 18 at 2 at offices af Lea, Old Jewry chmbrs 
Cullimore. John, Coleford, Gloucester, Boot Maker. Aug 24 at 3 at 
offices of Fryer, Coleford 
Dorr, George Michael, Hanley, Stafford, Grocer. 
Queen’ 8 Hotel, Hanley. Challinor, Hanley 
Dutheridge, William Francis, Low Valley, near Wombwell, Y ork, 
Grocer. Aug 10 at 4 at offices of Rideal, Chronicle cham bers, 
Barnsley 
Edwards, Thomas, and William Edwards, Caerweys, Flint, Fell- 
mongers. Aug 15 at 1.30 at Black Lion Hotel, Mold. Louis and 
Edwards, Ruthin 
Emms, William Robert, Meeting House lane, Peckham, Chemist. 
roe ds 16 at 2 at offices of Pittman, Guildhall chambers, Basirg- 
Evans, Evan, cage ag Cont an, Licensed Victualler. Aug 16 
at 12 at offices of Walters, S st, Carmarthen 
George, Hockley, Bincinghecn, Fruit Salesman. Aug 16 at 
12 at ae of New ond Co, Bridge sti Evesham 
r, Robert, Scarborovgh, York, Grocer. Aug 12 at3 at offices 
of Cornwall and Watts, Queen st, Scarborough 
Franklin, George Henry, Bristol, Baker. ‘Aug i 1) at 12 at offices of 
Meeres, High st, Bristol 
l, Edwin, Shrivenham, Berks, Coal Merchant. Aug 16 at 
Goddard Arms Hotel, Swindon. Bradford and Foote, Swindon 
Grieve, Walterl, Newbold-upon-Avon, Warwick, Trainer of Race 
=. Aug "15 at 2 at Crewe Arms Hotel, Crewe. Fowler, Liver- 


Harwood, Emma, Worcester, Dealer in Berlin Wool. Aug 17 at 12 
at offices of Corbett, ‘Avenue House, The Cross, Worcester 
Hately, Jesper, junr, Bethnal Green rd, Oil and ian. 
Aug 17 at 3 at offices of Haynes, Martin’s lane, Cannon s' 
Hendry, Henry Frank, Dalston lane, Back and Vat one. Aug 10 
at 11 at offices of Wolfe-stan and Co, Ironmonger lane 
and, ‘Thomas, and Thomas Thompson, Hartshorne, Leicester) 
Harthenware Manufacturers. Aug 19 at 11 at Wellington Hotel, 
Fisher and Co, Aer. e-la-Zouch 
kins, William, Brownhthia Stafford, Grocer. Aug 16 at 11 at 


ces of aaa S ‘Tem st, Birmingham 
Hughes, Da song jamorgan, Provision Merchant. Aug 15 
At 12 at nen 7 Phillips, anon st, Aberdare 
ones, Edward von, Glamorgon, Grocer. Aug 15 at 
12 at Merchants? Association, Broad st, Bristol. Tennant and 
Jones, Aberavon 
Kagies, John, » Boutharn, , Warwick, China Dealer, Aug 15 at 3 at 
0! tham 
Kemp, Edward Mortiook, Woolwich, Kent, Coal Merchant, Aug 


Hi 
bourne Green, near Ashborne, Derby, Farmer. 
Hotel, Ashborne 
» Durham, out of business, Aug 16 at 2 at 
st, Newoaatle-upon-Tyne 
lington, Salop Aug 4 o' 2 at Bull’s 
P owiak 


Wel 
~y offices of 


ay 10 ast 
ma Phe ea Robbe, 


Aug 


Aug 15 at 12 at 


, Grocer. 
it 


uh, » Lincoln, Wharfinger, 
at White Hart Hotel, Retford, 





th, York, Grocer. Aug 17 at 1 at offices of 
rniture Broker. Aug 19 at 10 at offices. 
a A awe Aug 15 at 12 at Grand 


gham. Peet, Birmingham 
Long George, Torkington,|Chester, Farmer. Aug 17 at 3 at offices- 
of 23, Park st, Stockport 
Lurway, Frederick, Hove, Sussex, Grocer. Aug 16 at 3 at 9, North 
st, Brighton. Nye 
Marsden, Algernon Moses, King st, St, James’, Picture Dealey. 
Aug ms me 12 at Law Institution, Chancery lane. Sydney, Fins-- 


McEwen, yp OS Gillingham, Kent, Bootmaker. ame 15 at 3 at 
King’s Head Hotel, High st, Rochester. Shakespear, New; st 
Melling, William, Birkenhead, Boot Maker. Aug 15 at 3 at offices of © 
—w 9, Duncan st, Birkenhead. Hannan and Pugh, Birken- 


Aug 12 at 11 at 


Law, Edwin, Mex! 


Morris, Horatio, Doncaster, York, Boot Maker. 
Elephant Hotel, St. Sepulchre gate, Doncaster 
Nicklin, William, Birmingham, Bellows Maker. 
offices of Parry, 88, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Ogden, Thomas, and William Lumb, Mytholmroyd, York, Worsted 

pinners. Aug 17 at 11 at offices of Foster an Co, Townhall 

chmbrs, Halifax 

Ongley, Walter, Silver st, Trimming Manufacturer. Aug 19 at 2 at 
106, Cheapside. Swaine, King st, Cheapside 

Page, Mary, Rock Ferry, Chester, Licensed Victualler. Aug 16 at > 
at offices of Thompson and Simm, 47, Hamilton square, Birken, 
head. Francis, Birkenhead 

Payne, John Harvey, Worcester, Butcher. Aug 19 at 12 at offices of 
Hughes, 6, Pierpoint st, Worcester 

Pearce, James Seaward, Southampton, Coal Merchant. Aug 18 at 
12.30 at offices of Lovell and Co, Gray’s innsq. Pearce and Co, 
Southampton 

Pinnock, Frederick, Newland, Cottingham, York, Joiner. Aug 16 
. 11 at Old Exchange bldgs, Bowlalley lane, Kingston upon Hull. 

earfie 

Power, Richard Mellish, Margate, Kent, Ham and Beef dealers. 
Aug 23 at 4 at offices of Parry, Union row, Margate 

Prichard, Emma, Brighton, General Draper. Aug 10 at 12 at offices- 
of Edmonds and Co, Cheapside. Lamb and Co, Brighton 

ems William Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Hair Dresser. Aug 22" 

at offices of Jordeson and Co, County bldgs, Kingston upon 


Aug 17 at 11 at 


Aug 12 at 3 at 


Hull 
Pugh, Jonathan, Kerry, Montgomery, Farmer. 
Broad st, Newtown. Powell 
Rea, Charles, South Kensington, Post Office Surveyor. Aug 15 at 
12 at offices of Hudson, val’s inn 
Reader, Alfred Henry, Live l, Pawnbroker. Aug 18 at3 at 
offices of Quinn and Co, Lo Lord st, Liverpool 
Robinson, William, Blackpool, Lancaster, Fancy Draper. A 
at ll atthe Spread Eagle Hotel, Chapel st, Balfoud. Amb 
Manchester 
Rogerson, Horatio, Camberwell rd, Bootmaker. Aug 18 at 3 at offices . 
of Pratt and Co, Old Jewry chmbrs. Chapman, Pancras lane 
pennant James George, Bingfield st, Caledonian rd, Grocer. Aug ~ 
17 at 2 at offices of Lea, Old Jewry chbrs 
— Alfred Tom, Reigate, Saddler. Aug 16 at 1 at offices of” 
bard, London Joint Stock Bank chbrs, West Smithfield 
sume John Howard, » Longsight, ur Manchester, Wire Rope Manu- 
facturer. Aug 23 at 11 at Mitre Hotel, Cathedrel yd, Manchester. 
Leigh, Manchester 
Simmons, Augustus, Newtown, Bristol, Publican. Aug 12 at 3 at. 
offices of Brown, Corn st, Bristol 
Simpson, James Rowland. Bolton, Cotton Cloth Manufacturer. Aug 
17 at 3 at offices of Pennington, Wood st, Bolton 
ae) = h, Newfield, Tunstall, Stafford, Hay Dealer. Aug 13. 
ces of Alcock, Newcastle st, Burslem 
sunien “William, John Smeaton, and William Mills Smeaton, 
Tottenham ct rd, Plumbers. A 10 at 3 at Guildhall Tavern, 
Gresham st. Tilson and Jones, Bucklersbury 
Smith, Robert, Hulme, Grocer. Aug 15 at 8 at offices of Nuttall and 
Son, John Dalton st, Manchester 
Smith, William, Bir irmingham. Aug 16 at 11 at offices of Huggins 
and Mallard, Newhall chbrs, Newhall st, Birmingham 
Speh, Peter, West st, Mile End Old Town, Baker. Aug 19 at 2 at- 
offices of Morris, Paternoster row 
Spittel, Geor, Aylesbury, Builder. Aug 13 at 3 at offices of 
— an Sons, Temple st, Aylesbury. Reader, Holborn 
viaduct 
Stephenson, George, Askam in Furness, Lancaster, Coal Dealer. . 
Ang 15 at 11 at the Temperance hall, Ulverston. Pearson, Ulver- 
ston 
Stones, John, Gnosall, Stafford, Grocer. Aug 20 at 10 at offices of) 
Ashmall, Albion st, "Hanley 
Stubbs, George Andvews, Warwick, Artist, Aug 19 at 12 at offices ; 
of Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 
Tanner, Francis James, Croydon, Surrey, Bootmaker. Aug 23 at > 
at offices of Yo orth End, Croydon 
William Tackwray, and 


Thackwray, Samuel, ” Charles Winterb 

James el Thackwray, Cliff Mount, CemnOnan, SAS See 
bion st, 
Bhunost 
bldgs, Bo 


Aug 16 at 2.30 at offices of Ford and -_ ~ lems 
wialley lane, Shane 


Thompson, Walkden, Kingston-upon-H 
ff, Fruiterer. Aug 12 at 12 at offices of Morgan 
st, Cardiff 


at offices of Gregson, Exchange bldgs, 

upondifull Thorp and Firth 
ton~ ee. Grocer. Aug 15 at 3 at 
ank co! —_ Land of Green Ginger, Bul? 


br be 
oe Wi = 

Gardener. eg U at 2 

ne bedford Cirous, Exeter, Har- 


offices of Redf: ‘earn, 
race, Frank, Moretonhampstead, 
ens of Southoott, Pen once st, 


yie George, Lower Tottenh d George Brand, Edmonton, 
Tyler, Gea Sone oy Ee 
Derby, Grocer. Aug 17 at 3 at. 


vo Jose 
wton, Bank chbrs, Market pl, 


offices of | 











—— 





be » Henry, mry, Héadless Cross, nr Worcester, Builder. Ang. 
ffices of Williams, Prospect. teh 

warner, Sohn, tt Little Ellingham, Noefolk, Grocer. Aug 12 at 3) at 

offices\of Sadd. and Linay, Theatre at Norwich 

Wiley, Arthur and Edwin , Huddersfield, Woollen 
Manufacturers,, Aug 11 at2.at gaan Otel, Huddersfield., Lay- 


cock and Co 

Yates, Thomas, So! , Wine Merchant. Aug 16 at 3 at offices 
of Addleshaw and ‘arburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Young, Edward George, Black Horse. rd, Deptford, Oil Merchant, 
Fn 16 at 2at.Guil Tavern, Gresham sb. ener 


Deptford 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti~Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guarantesd Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
peverage fer Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Ixvalids and Children,” 

Highly commended by the entire Medica 1Preas. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, .it suits all palates, 
seeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and 1N REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
tast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTiwa A LA VANTELE isthe most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Man‘ila Chocolate, ana may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
hibited. 

In tin packets at 1s. 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 

Charities on Special Terms by the ’gore Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adamsstreet, London, w. WiC, 








HEDOZONE. 


THE ORIGINAL (1876) NON-ALCOHOLIC SPARKLING 
BEVERA 


GE. 
JEDOZONE: — MORE REFRESHING THAN 
CHAMPAGNE. 
ee 
| i EDOZONE. —HEDOZONE IS A GRATEFUL 
i REFRESHMENT. 
EDOZONE. 


imal aia WILL SUSTAIN THE WORKER, 
; RE- ANIMATE THE WEARY, 
INVIGORATE: THE FERBLE, 
AND RESTORE THE INVALID. 
| ——— 
Of Chemists, Wine Merchants, and Grocers. 
Manufacturers: PACKHAM. & CO. (Limited), Croydon. 
EDE AND S50N 


ROBE agh MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOLNTM: 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole. of ths Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &e, 
SOLICITORS? AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS: 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSELS DITTO, 


CORPORATION age pe Nin poe CLERGY GOWNS, 
94. OHAWCERY’ “LANE: LONDON. 


? 22,600 and £80,000 to be Lent ow First-class Free- 
hold Estate of ample value at 34'per cent,, also £180;000.to 

lend on Mortgage of Borough, Poor, or County Rates at 4 per cent. 
wer to A. WooLuutt.& Rayner, 7, Red Lion-square, London, 


QEVERAL SUMS to be Lent on Mortgage of Free- 
hold Property at 4 and 43 per cent., and of Leasehold Property 
at 5 per cent. Bape to. Messrs. Mxap & Sons, Solicitors, 5, 
Jéermyn-street, 8.W 


enone »~A. Thoroughly Competent Verba-- 
tim Shorthand Writer and Reporter (several ‘years legal ex. 

perience) open to Engagement at a moderate remuneration per 
Polio, 1 per hour; or per week. High-class testimonials. —BREVvI, care 
of Mr. James Kerry, 7, Highgate-hill, N. 


[NEXPENSIVE: EDUCATION for Sons of Gen- 
tlemen.—Two or more brothers received in a High-class -yue 
at twenty-four guineas per annum each; Everything good ‘and 
thorough, education, diet, care, &c,—Address, Rev. WARDEN, care 
of Mr. ry, 29, Paternoster-square, B.C, 


HURCH PREFERMENT WANTED.—P rivate 

8, wee meet =o the legitimate sale, by private eabien f 

rt ould refer to ‘ti Paiva APRONS ZirT, 
cler, n, shou! er e % 

“salted by Mr. W. EMERY STARK, Associate Inst a 

F.R.G.8., &e. Push been f00' aie shearer hate Messrs W. 
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JAMPTON & SONS: make, NO: OHARGE for 
rticulars, in their i MON 
WN and pst RY HOUSES, Furnished or 
or for Sale, to be had GRATIS at their Offices,. or 
Published on the Ist, of‘ the month, maul” 
particulars for eo on should a sent not later: than. five ‘days 
previous, to end of preceding mon 
Valuations for Probate and Teaneté. 
Estate,and Auction Offices, 8, Palt 


ublished, 8vo., 58 
HE PRINCIPLES of the LAW of COSTS under 
the JUDICATURE -ACTS. By W. A. POCOCK, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law. 
Reeves & Turner, 100, Chancery-lane, W.C.’ 


HE CITY OF LONDON FIRE. INSURANCE 
COMPANY (LIMITED). 
Heap Orrice: 101, CHHAPSIDE,. E.C: 
Capital, £1, 000,000. Paid hey £100,000. 
Claims promptly settl 
Alderman HENRY E. KNIGHT, Chairman, 
L. C. PHILLIPS, General Manager. 








East, S.W. 











GJOOFERATAL UNION: ASSURANCE OOM. 
PANY. 


FIRE—LIFE—MARINE. 
Cur Orrrexs: 19: ann 20, CORNHILL, LONDON, EC, 
West Enp 9rrices: 49 PALL MALL, LONDON, S.W. 


EVERSIONARY and LIFE’ INTERESTS in 
y» LANDED or FUNDED: PROPERTY or other Securities and 
Annuities PURCHASED, or Loans or Annuities thereon granted, 
by the EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY (LIMI- 
TED), 10, Lancaster-place, Waterloo Bridge, Strand. Establist.ed 1835, 
Capital, £500,000. Interest on Loans may be capitalized 
F. 8. CLAYTON, 
C. H, CLAYTON, 








Joint 
Secretaries, 





italia ha Eis LIFE OFFIOE 


Fopupap 1806. 
50, REGENT STREET, and 1 dt 14, CORNHILL, LONDON. 
Existing Assurances @xeeed .. ee oe «+ £6,500,000 
Invested Funds .. on ee ee ee ee 2,124,711 
Annual Income .. on ee ee oe oe 279,852 
Claims Paid exceed oe ee ee ee ee. 6,500,000 
Bonuses Declared... eo ee ee “ oe 2; 342,000 


During the past year (1880) each main item has shown improv 
men upon the preceding year. 


1879. 1880. 
New Premiums ee oe oe £15,172 £18,845 
Income .. oe ee ee 273,684 279,852 
Invested Pands., ° eo ee ee 2,077,215 2,124,711 


CHARLES STEVENS Secretary. 


UN FIR SE OF FIO E. 


THREADNEEDLE Street, E.C.. Caarrye Cross, 8.W. 
Oxrorp Srreer (Corner of Vere-street), 
Es2aBuisHep 1710, 
Home and ’.Foreign Insurances : Effected. 
Sum insured in 1880, £262,746,653. 
LIGHTNING LOSSES, whether by Fire or Concussion, admitted. 
FRANCIS B. BELIOR, Secretary. 


ESTABLISHED 1861. 
EO K 











B I R.K B BAN K.- 
Southampton Buildings, Chancery Lane. 

Current. Accounts opened according» to the usual practice ot other 
Bankers, and Interest allowed on ‘the minimum: monthly balances when 
not drawn below £25. No commission charged for keeping Accounts. 
The ‘Bank ‘alse receivesmoney on Depnsit ab Three per cent. Interest, 
repayable on demand. The Bank undertakes for its Customers, free of 
charge, the custody of Deeds, Writings, and other Securitiesand Valu« 
ables ; the collection of Bills of Exchange, Dividends, and: Coupons; and 
the ipurebase and sale:ot Stocke and Shares. Letters of Credit 

nar Notes isaued. 
, A Pamphlet, with fall particulars, on application. 
FRANCIS RAVENSOROFT, Manager, 

3lst Mareh, 1880. 

‘THE NOVEMBER INTERMEDIATE AND .PINWAL EXAMINA 
TIONS; 1881. 


M R. ALBERT GIBSON’S Classes, for these 

a ye eomADOR, on Monday, er Fee 12 
|Seiay ak desirous. pec ning Said wine hy ab Bb oncey tibed will ‘be 
( inatoncted, Ap dato the mailing to be done in the meantime,--A ddnessy. 








te Tonours (2 being in. the 
vetting Prizes, 1 being the New Inn (third) Pi 
making 62 successful in passing out of 67 sent up this year, — 





Emery Stark, 23, Bedford-street, Strand, 


17 succesaful iu Honours. } 


7 MEN Bent the, last ( 3, Chapoery jane. ite oud of 20 
4 lune) Fina pupi sent» 
sae eo obtaini: - mi ‘aad ; 







Qe ie ae ae 





